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nrevious question, and at my request he withdrew 
‘hat demand. I do not recollect that I stated to 
him distinctly that { would renew the demand, 
put that, | presume, was implied, and therefore it 
was that I felt myself constrained to renew the 
gpplication for the previous question. If I had it 
my power I would withdraw it. 
Mr. HUNT. ‘Then I hope the House will 
yote it down as an act of justice. The otherside 
of the question has been heard, while the case of 
che clamants has not been stated, nor has the 
report been read. 

Mr. MILLSON. I withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. . 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, the bill before 
ys corresponds exactly with the bill on the same 
subject lately sent by the Senate to this House. 
(tis so clear and just that I thought it would have | 
nassed after a discussion of a few minutes. As, 
however, the gentleman from Virginia has made 
a long and elaborate argument against it, | feel it 
my duty to make such a reply to that argument 
as will enable the Elouse to form a correct judg- 
ment on the matter submitted te their considera- 
tion. 

Belden & Co. were merchants. They were 
established at Matamoras, during the late war with 
Mexico, and carried on an extensive commercial 
business at that place, and in the interior of Mex- 
ico, While our troops held military possession of 
the country. They had large means—a commen- 
surate credit, and a high reputation for fair and 
honorable dealing. The Administration of our 
country at that time, claimed the power, not only 
of levying contributions upon the enemy in their 
sea-ports, towns, and provinces in our military pos- 
session by conquest, for the purpose of defraying 
the expenses of the war, but also the power of 
establishing a temporary military government over 
such sea-ports, towns, and provinces, and of pre- 
scribing the conditions upon which commerce with 
such places should be permitted. [Ex. Doc., Ist | 
sess. 30th Cong., p. 352, President’s letter.] A 
war tariff was prepared by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the ports and places of Mexico in 
our possession were opened to the commerce of 
all neutral nations, as well as our own, upon the 
payment of the prescribed duties. In his report, 
recommending the tariff to the President, the Sec- 
retary says: 

“{n opening the ports of Mexico to the commerce of the | 
world, you will present to all nations with whom we are at 
peace the best evidence of your desire to maintain with 
them our friendiy relations, to render the war to them pro- 
ductive of as little injury as possible, and even to advance | 
their interests, so far as it safely can be done, by affording 


to them, in common with ourselves, the advantages of a 
liberal commerce with Mexico.”? 


in 


Under this tariff, and the encouragement held 
out to trade by the Administration, merchants 
imported largely, and $7,000,000 were raised for | 
the maintenance of the war. Among the import- | 
ers were Belden & Co. The amount of the duties 


|| tobacco into the interior for sale. 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 24, 1855. 


| February, 1849, when Belden & Co. purchased it. 


| At the time of the purchase, Mexico was in pos- 
| Session of the country, having been reinstated 
| some months previously. Turner & Renshaw 
| had in vain endeavored to obtain permits from the 
| Mexican authorities for the transportation of the 
‘The tobacco 

was deteriorating, too, by keeping. Under these 
| circumstances the sale was made. By the sale 
| Belden & Co. were subrogated to the rights of the 
| seller—to the duties as well as to the tobacco. It 
| was said by the gentleman from Virginia, that 

Belden & Co. purchased from Turner & Renshaw 
| at the great sacrifice of the latter. ‘This is a mis- 
| take. The price paid was, of course, far less 
| than that expected to be realized by a sale in the 

interior, if such a sale could be made; but it was 

a fair price, covering more than the original cost 

of the tobacco, the freight and the duties. This 


| is demonstrated by reference to page thirty-two | 


| of the evidence, where, it appears on calculation, 
that the original cost of each bale was $4 52. 

| The price paid by Belden & Co. was thirteen dol- 

| lars. But the price is of no consequence. Profit 


| is the life of trade, and the merchant buys cheap | 


| to sell to his advantage. Besides, Turner & Ren- 
| shaw, who have complained that they were not 
| allowed permits for the sale of their tobacco, have 
| never claimed the duties on the tobacco, and they 
| never will claim them, for they have parted with 
| their right to them. When Mexico was restored 
| to the sovereignty of the country, an inventory 
was taken of the stock of our merchants, and a 
| stamp or seal was put on all imported tobacco by 
the administrator of tobacco, Don Pedro Jose 
de la Garcia—for, apart from the treaty of peace, 
the trade in tobacco was a monopoly under the 
Government of Mexico. 

Belden & Co. kept the tobacco for more than 
ten months from the time of purchase before they 
| could procure permits to send it into the interior for 
sale. This leads us to show what were the rights 
of Belden & Co. under the treaty of peace which 
restored the country to Mexico. Read the treaty, 
article nineteen, clauses oneandthree. (By these 


for the interior, should also be exempt from all tax 


|| duty or impost of any kind whatsoever, and should 
|| not besubjected to any charge whatsoever upon the 


sale thereof.) Under this treaty, Belden & Co., 
having at length, on the 19th of September, 1849, 


ministrator of tobacco, sent his tobacco by a con- 
ductor to the interior. 
the stamps were examined and approved. ‘The 
tobacco wascarried through Monterey, where the 
| stamps must have been respected. On arriving at 


Matamoras, the conductor stopped for some re- 
pairs to his wagons. The tobacco was there seized 
by order of a district judge, Miguel Gomez de 





paid by them on foreign and domestic goods, ex- || Cardenas. The conductor testifies that he had, 
clusive of any claim for the tobacco, harped upon || previous to the order, called on the administra- | 
with such earnestness by the learned and inge- || tor of tobacco at Saltillo, and shown him the per- 


nous gentleman from 
$25,000. 


irginia, is upwards of | 
The proof of this statement is now be- | 


iore me, in the receipts from the collector at Mata- | 


moras, which have been handed to me since the 
commencement of this discussion. The duties on 
the tobacco are not one twenty-sixth part of the 
duties paid by Belden & Co. And I would be 
willing, as a friend of the bill reported by the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs, to allow them to | 


be stricken out of the claim, to be investigated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. But as the to- 
bacco was made a pretext for the wrongs which 
have destroyed the fortune of Belden & Co., and 
driven them to ask relief at the hands of Congress, 
itis proper and necessary to make an explanation 
in regard to it. 

The tobacco in question was imported into 
Matamoras by Turner & Renshaw, of New Or- 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


leans, in May and June, 1848, while our troops | 


held military possession of that port. Turner & 
Renshaw, of course, as the im 


duties. Turner & Renshaw held the tobacco until '’ aguias, signed by the administrator of t 


24 


rters, paid the | 


mits, or aguias, and informed him that he would 


| Saltillo, about four hundred and twenty miles from | 
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clauses it was stipulated that the tobacco should | 
| be exempt from confiscation, and, on its leaving | 


obtained permits, or aguias, from the estanco or ad- | 


Before leaving Matamoras | 
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monopoly at Matamoras, and assigned as a rea- 
son for his having ordered a seizure of said tobacco, 
his—the district judge’s—suspicion of the legality 
of the introduction of said tobacco into the Mexican 
territorv.’’ And this suspicion—the false pretext 
of judicial rapacity and oppression—in contempt 
of the genuine permit of the administrator of to- 
bacco at Matamoras, and in flagrant violation of 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, prohibiting the 
confiscation of the tobacco, &c., has been alluded 
to, as if it were a ground of judicial action which 
should shut the doors of Congress against 
the relief of Belden & Co. The tobacco was 
seized on the 20th October, 1849. Some months 
afterwards Belden was cited to appear before the 
judge within twenty days; and subsequently an 
order was given confiscating the tobacco, cal or- 
dering Belden to pay a fine of $26,000; and, in 
default of payment, it was further ordered that 
Belden’s property should be seized, and sold to 
pay the same. And in addition to all this, an 
order was issued for the arrest of Belden. 

The gentleman from Virginia seemed to think 
that the notice to Belden was a bona fide and timely 
one. This isa mistake. It is true that Belden 
said he received an order to appear at Saltillo 
within ticenty days; but he also said that the time 
allowed him was not sufficient to enable him to 
attend the court at Saltillo, which was four hun- 
dred miles distant; and he afterwards mentions 
particularly the insufficiency in a statement pre- 
— by counsel for him: ‘* The notice having 
een given to him at Matamoras only three days 
before it was consummated.”’ 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (interposing.) 
The statement of the commissioner is, that some 
months subsequent, he was cited, by order of the 
district court, to appear at Saltillo within twenty 
days, to show cause why said tobacco should not 
be confiscated. I take it forgrar.ted that the order 
was that he should appear within twenty days 
from the time of the order. That makes it per- 
fectly consistent with the statement of the peti- 
tioner that he had only three days notice; because 
it would require seventeen days to go from Saltillo 
to Matamoras. 

Mr. HUNT. It was physically impossible for 
him, under the notice, to appear within that time, 
That is an important fact. The notice itself was 
a mockery; and there is no man in his senses who 
can deny it, after due reflection, and with a know- 

| ledge of the facts. The whole proceeding was a 
mockery, a scheme of robbery, and plunder. 

Under the orders of the district judge of Saltillo, 
all the property of Belden & Co. was seized and 

| sold, and sacrificed; and Belden compelled to fly 
for his liberty. Had he been foolish enough to 
| attempt to goto Saltillo, he would, to use the cur- 
| rent expression in Mexico, have been lost by the 





|| the way, that is, disposed of so as never to be 


pursue his journey as soon as he had made the | 


necessary repairs. 
‘* was required to appear before the judge of the 
district of Coahuila of said city; that the said 
"judge—and here the House will have a fine pic- 
ture of that Mexican justice to which the gentle- 
man from Virginia would have Belden & Co. 
resurt—that the said judge, without giving any 
reason for so doing, peremptorily ordered him to 


leave said tobacco with the administrator of tobacco of 


said city.’’ The witness adds, that the adminis- 


trator gave him a receipt for two hundred and 
ninety-nine bales of tobacco, and forcibly took pos- 
session of the same. It should be remembered, that 
it was of this court that the honorable gentleman 
spoke, after his American habit of considering 
law, of notices, and judgments, and executions! 
Mr. Clark, a merchant, who was at Saltillo at 
the time, says that, to the best of his belief, ‘‘ the 
aforesaid district judge showed him the lawful 


And he continues, that he | 


he tobacco !! 


heard of again. 

Under these circumstances, Belden, in 1852, 
stated his complaint to Congress, and prayed for 
relief. A report was made by the Senate, after a 
careful investigation as to the seizure and con- 
| fiscation of the tobacco, and the fine and the sac- 
| rifice of Belden’s property, and the order for his 
arrest and imprisonment. 

The report considered Mexico as liable for the 
losses suifered by Belden, but it said nothing of 
| the duties. Ina report made this year by the 
| same committee, they recommend the refunding 
of the duties. “(Read the report and the bill.) 

Iam of opinion that the bill ought to pass. 
It is just and equitable. The Government encour- 
aged the trade. The Government received the 
duties. The levying and receiving of the duties 
carried with it the obligation to protect the trade 
| ofthe importer. This obligation was recognized 
by the Government itself, in the making of the 
treaty. It stipulated with Mexico that the imports 
should not be gorfiecated—that they should be 
exempt from confiscation, although the importe- 
tion of the same be prohibited by the Mexican 
tariff—that they should be, upon their leaving for 
the interior, exempt from all duty, tax, or impost, 
of every kind, under whatsoever ttle or denomi- 
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nation; and that they should not be subjected to 
any charge whatsoever. (See article nineteen of the 
treaty.) This was an ample stipulation for pro- 
tection. The obligation of this stipulation rests 
on our Government, towards our citizens. It 
cannot be repudiated, or transferred to Mexico. 
To say that our Government owes no protection 
to the trader, is to say, that in receiving the duties 
she was laying a snare for him; that in making 
the treaty she was betraying him to the enemy; 
delivering him up like a sheep, to be shorn. Sir, 
this is not my idea of an honorable and paternal 
Government. The duties have been paid without 
any consideration, and Government is bound to 
refund them. 

The question before us relates now only to the 
duties. An honorable gentleman has objected to 
the assignment of the interest of the importer in 
the bill to the United States. But I see no objec- 
tion to that assignment. Mexico ought to be 
made to refund to our Government what our Gov- 
ernment is obliged to pay on her account, for 
wrong done through misplaced confidence in her. 
And, sir, forthe honor of our country, I trust that 
our Government will promptly compel her to pay 
not only the duties, but theamount which Belden 
& Co. are entitled to, for the loss and injuries they 
have received at her hands. 

‘There is another reason why the Government 
should pay the duties. In making a treaty, a 
short time since, with Mexico, our Government 
paid her millions without stipulating for the pay- 
ment, by Mexico, of the just claims of our citi- 
zens. ‘This,in my opinion, strengthens the obli- 
gation to refund the dation, and especially as the 
conduct of the judicial tribunal of Mexico towards 
Belden & Co. had been, previous to the treaty, 
declared to be, by the Senate report, a flagrant 
violation of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

One honorable gentleman said, the Government, 
in case of loas of goods by fire, would not be 
bound to refund the duties. Dut the present is 
nota case of casualty. In this case the citizen 
has suffered through the act of his Government, 


in the transfer of her sovereignty to a Power that | 


has oppressed him. 

Another gentleman argued that the duty of 
protection should cease as soon as the duties were 
paid. Ie says, that at the very instant of time 
the merchandise ceases to be under the protection 
or control of the United States, at that very in- 
stant it comes within the control of the States, is 
protected by the laws of the States, and is subject 
to the regulation of the States. ‘I'he habit of 
considering State-rights has misled the gentleman. 
When the duties were paid to the United States, 
there was no second sovereign power at Mata- 
moras, no State of this Union to assume any 
responsibility. The United States was the sole 
and responsible power, and the payment of the 
duties did not put the imports out of the pale of 
sovereign protection. 

lam afraid that I have trespassed too long on 
the patience of the committee. I will therefore 
notice but one plea more from the opponents of 
the bill, 

An honorable member said that Belden & Co. 
were speculators, merchants, and warned the House 
against refunding the duties; as leading to the 
oppression of the mechanic, and other laboring 


classes, from whom, he says, the revenue is | 


derived. 


Sir, a sneer at commerce will avail nothing in 


this place. If the merchant is a speculator, he is 
an honorable speculator. 


the merchant makesa profit, the purchaser receives 
a fair consideration. The merchant is a man of 
honor, and deals on honor. His word is his bond 
—a bond far stronger than any mere pecuniary 
obligation. 
by the multitude of her blessings. She civilizes 
and enlightens the nations. She supplies us with 
many of our comforts, and nearly all our luxuries. 
She walks hand in hand with agriculture and man- 
ufactures—supporting them, and supported by 
them; and the arts and sciences follow in her train. 
But it is said, that to refund the duties, is to 
oppress the mechanic. Sir, I say that we are all 
equally concerned for justice; that not to refund 
the duties is to do injustice; and that injustice to 
Belden & Co. is the oppression of the mechanic. 
It was suggested to me by my friend, the 
incumbent of the Chair, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] that 


THE 


Trade is advantageous || 
to one? and isconducted on just principles. If || 


Commerce, Mr. Speaker, is known || 





in order to disembarrass the bill from all difficulty, 
it would be well to throw off the duties upon 
tobacco, in the amount to be investigated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. In conformity with 
that suggestion, | propose that a proviso to that 
effect be added to the bil! before the House, and I 
offer an amendment for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Ricnarp- 
son.) The motion of the gentleman is not now 
in order, as there is a pending motion to commit, 

| during which no motion can be made. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. [t was not 
my intention, when I first made some suggestions 
in reference to the proposition now before the 
House, to enter into any discussion of the facts, 
or indeed of the principles involved in this case. 
I had no such idea, because I never heard of the 


- — 
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case until it was presented on the morning on | 


which | made some suggestions in reference to the 
principles which, itseemed to me, ought to govern 
the decision of the case. But, sir, by the elabo- 
rate argument of the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Mirison,] made the other day, it seems to 
me to be necessary for me to say a single word— 
and | shall be very brief—in vindication of the 
view of the case I then took. 

| | asserted, upon that occasion, that the fact that 
the Government of the United States held posses- 

sion of certain portions of Mexico—almost the 
entire territory belonging to that Government— 
the fact that the Government of the United States 

_ invited the citizens of the United States to import 
goods, for sale, in that territory, exacting from 
them a certain amount of duties upon the importa- 
tion, necessarily implied an obligation on the part 


of the Government of the United States to protect | 


the importer in the sale of those goods. 


Now, sir, it was not merely an implied pledge 


on the part of the Government of the United 
States, but it was a pledge expressly given in all 


the public proclamations made at that time from | 


the Treasury, with the approval of the President. 
I have an extract from one, which will be found 
in the public documents of that period, and in the 
Union of 10th January, 1847, in which Mr. 
| Walker, the Secretary of the Treasury, with the 


_ President’s approval, declares to the public it is | 
| intended to provide by the treaty of peace, that | 
| all the goods imported during the war into any of | 
the Mexican ports in our military possession, | 


shall be exempt from any new import duty or || 


confiscation by Mexico, in the same manner as if 
such goods had been imported and paid import 


and that those who imported goods shall have the 


| 


right to take the goods for sale to any place in | 


possession of the United States. 
express pledge. The gentleman from Virginia 
{[Mr. Mit.son] seems not to have comprehended 
the force of the position which [took. Heargues 
in this wise: 
‘This Government had control of the country, and exer- 
| cised jurisdiction over it. 
of his argument which | am undertaking to reply to. 


control and jurisdiction of the United States in Mexico 
‘ 


where our jurisdiction is more perfect than it was in Mex- 
}, ico, gives any guarantee tor their protection afterwards. 
Why, sir, so tar trom it, the control and protection of the 


Government of the United States over all goods on which | 


they receive duties cease the moment the duties are paid. 
At the very instant of time the merchandise ceases to be 


that very instant it comes within the control of the States, 
is protected by the Jaws of the States, and is subject to the 
regulation of the States. All our license laws in the States 
depend upon this doctrine.’’ 


| the duty of the Government of the United States, 
_ under all circumstances, to protect the goods im- 
| ported into that country. 
|| that it was the duty of the Government to protect 


/aloss might fall upon the importers. All that I 
| have maintained is, that it was the duty of the 
| Government to protect them from imposition on 
| the part of the Government of Mexico—to protect 
| them from confiscation on any pretext whatever 
connected with their importation. 

The testimony to which I have looked some- 
|| what since this case has been under examination, 
|| shows clearly and distinctly, beyond all question, 
|| that these goods were imported during the war; 
|| that difficulties were thrown in the way of their 


\| being carried into the interior for sale for a period 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have not said that it was | 


I] have not maintained | 


them from robbers and guerrillas in Mexico, or | 
| from fire, or any other incidental cause by which | 


That was the | 


Now, this is precisely the point | 
The | 


were certainly not greater than within their own territory ; | 
and let us see, sir, whether the collection of duties athome, | 


| under the protection or control of the United States, at | 


} 
| 
| 








of ten or twelve months; and that finally, 
| legal permission was given by the proper au 

ties, and they were transported into the interior 
on &@ mere pretext, a mere subterfuge, a slight suo 

picion that they had Leen smuggled into the ee 
try, they were seized and confiscated. The a 
ernment of the United States has evidenced its 
sense of the obligation to protect importers of 
goods under these circumstances, by the fact of 
having entered into the treaty, some clauses of 
which were read by the gentleman from Louisiang 
(Mr. Hunrt.] It has assumed and acknowledged 
the obligation on the part of the Government to 
protect the goods from seizure and confiscation |, 
the Government of Mexico; and that is all | hays 
contended for. 

If the Government fairly endeavors to obtsin 
satisfaction from Mexico, I grant that the part 
has no right to call upon the Government to reim- 
burse his loss. I did not understand the gentle. 
| man from Virginia to maintain that, under all cir. 
| cumstances,a Government which could not, any 
| did not, obtain redress from a foreign Government 

would be responsible to the citizen. If the Gov. 
ernment makes proper endeavors, uses all reason. 
able exertions to accomplish the object, and fails 
| todo so, I do not pretend to say that the Goverp. 
ment, under these circumstances, would be respoy- 
sible to the citizen; but I do maintain, if the citizen 
has been despoiled by a foreign Government, and 
the Government of the United States has Oppor- 
tunity to obtain redress, and fails to do so; if jt 
bargains with the rights of the citizen for some 
advantage to itself, that, on every principle of equity 
and justice, the Government of the United States 
ought to reimburse the citizen. That is the posi- 
tion which I assumed, and I think it is a sound 
one, in spite of everything which the gentleman 
from Virginia has said, or can say, against it. | 
understand the reports of the Senate Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to have been to this effect pre- 
cisely. The first report, made in 1852, was to 
the effect that this was a valid claim against the 
Government of Mexico, which the United States 
Government ought to urge by diplomacy. Then, 
during the present, or the last session of Congress 
—I do not know which—the same committee took 
up the same subject, and declared that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States having subsequently 
made a treaty, that having had an opportunity to 
present this claim, and having failed to obtain 
redress—having paid the Government of Mexico 





January 23. 
then 
thori. 





\| $10,000,000—she ought not to pay the ameunt of 
duties prescribed by the Government of Mexico; | 


money of which the claimants in this case have 
been robbed, but that she ought to refund at least 
the duties which she took from them—merely to 
refund the amount which the Government has 
taken from the pockets of these parties, and put 
into the Treasury. I say that, if there has been 
a failure on the part of the Government of the 
United States to press this claim to a satisfactory 
adjustment, if it has suffered the occasion to pass 
by on which the adjustment might have been made, 
and demand made on the Government of Mexico, 
then, in justice, she ought to pay the citizen the 
full amount of his claim. 

Mr. READY. Let me ask my colleague 
whether the claimants notified our Government of 
their loss? 

Mr.STANTON. Long since. 

Mr. READY. At what time? 

Mr. STANTON. In 1849. 

Mr. READY. Previous to these treaties? 

Mr. HUNT. The notification was made as 
soon as the robbery took place. The claimants 
made frequent protests before the authorities !n 
Mexico. The case attracted universal attention 
| throughout the United States. I believe that it 1s 

a peculiar one—sui generis—and that there Is no 
other surrounded by the same circumstances. 
Therefore, it cannot lead to the repayment of 
duties in any other case. It is a wrong, for which 
these parties ought to have relief. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Can the gentleman from 
Tennessee tell us why the negotiators of the treaty 
omitted this case? hat istheirexcuse? 

Mr. STANTON. I cannot. I know nothing 
about it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Has the Department bee® 
called upon for information with regard to the 
point? : 

Mr. HUNT. I am happy to say, in rep'y ‘© 
the gentleman, that all the evidence which I read 

| this morning was drawn from the Department by 
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a call of the Senate. This matter has been sub- | 


mitted to the Government, and it intends to do 
what is right with the power which has done 
wrong. Elere are men who have been made bank- 
rupt by the action of ourGovernment. The Gov- 
ernment has received duties from them upon 
zjods; and, instead of protecting them, has allowed 
hem to be made away with, to their great loss. 
' Mr. GIDDINGS. One question fu:ther, if the 
ventleman pleases. What is the reason assigned 
by the Government now that this case was 
omitted? What is the cause of the omission? 
Mr. HUNT. I cannot answer the question. 
[am not a champion of this Administration. Bat, 
sir, we all know that, in purchasing lately of 
Mexico a portion of her territory—and we paying 
many millions of dollars—no provision at all was 
made for this case, or for the payment of the 
claim of any other citizen of the United States 
against her. 











“Mr. STANTON. I think if these gentlemen 
will look at the case really presented to the House, 
they will see 

Mr. GROW. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee the same question which was 
asked the other day, when this subject was up for 
consideration, but which then received no answer. 
Why was not this claim presented before the 
commission which was raised under the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo? 

Mr.STANTON. I will answer the gentleman. 
Thisclaim was not brought before the commission 
of which he speaks, for the reason that it has 
occurred since the close of the war. That treaty || 
provided only for claims of our citizens arising || 
prior to the war; and this case, therefore, could | 
not have heen brought before that commission. | 

Mr. GROW. Well, sir, now let me ask the | 
gentleman another question. I understand a | 
| 





gentieman to say that this claim arises under the 
treaty made with Mexico at the close of the war. 
Now, sir, if that treaty was made at the close of | 
the war, how could it include this claim, which 
arose subsequent to the war? 

Mr. STANTON. I did not say this claim was 
included in any provision of any treaty. But I 





| which guarantee has not been carried out. 





say that the protection which the Government of 
the United States are bound to provide for its citi- 
zens is provided under the treaty made with Mex- 
ico at the close of the war. And it was stipulated 
in that treaty that the Government of Mexico 
should not do precisely what they did do in this 
case. 

Now, sir, this is the whole state of the case: 
These goods were imported into Mexico while 
that country was under the military occupation of 
the United States. Sir, the Government of the 
United States—as it is admitted on all hands—is 
bound to furnish protection to all American citi- 
zens importing goods into that country while it 
was under our military occupation. I mean pro- 
tection from confiscation, and protection from the 
Government of Mexico. These parties now ask 
the Government of the United States, not to reim- 
burse the whole amount of the goods, but to pros- 
ecute the matter against the Government of Mex- 
ico, and, in the mean time, as a partial redress, 
that the Government shall refund to them the du- 
ties which have been paid into the Treasury of 
the United States upon these goods, which have 
been unjustly confiscated by the authorities of the 
Mexican Government. That is the whole case. 

Mr. FULLER. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
hessee permit me to ask him a question; for I 
desire to understand this matter before | am called 
on to vote upon it? 

Mr.STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FULLER. Were not these duties right- 
fully collected upon the part of the Government of 
the United States? 

Mr.STANTON. 
to the contrary. 

Mr. FULLER. And afterwards these goods 
were wrongfully taken by the Mexican authorities? 

- STANTON. The gentleman states cor- 
rectly. 

_Mr. FULLER. Then does it not present pre- 
cisely a claim upon the part of our Government 
against the Mexican Government, for having 
wrongfully despotied one of our citizens of his 
property ? 

Mr.STANTON. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. FULLER. Thea I want to know how 

is claim arises for the refunding of the duties 


I have never heard anything 











an 


which were properly collected, when the goods to amend is in order until that motion is disposed 
were sold and transported into the interior of the | of. 

country, where they were wrongfully taken? I Mr. STANTON. I have buta word more to 
have never known the Government to refund the | say, and that is in relation to those legal proceed - 
duties paid by citizens, in our own country, ex- | ings about which the honorable gentleman from 
cept in cases where the goods were destroyed | Virginia [Mr. Mirtson} had so much to say, and 
while in the hands of the importer, whilethe goods | in reference to which he expressed his astonish- 
remained in the original packages unopened. ment—I am not sure, but his amazement; though 

Mr. STANTON. That is true; but, sir, these I am glad to see he has left the expression out in 
packages were unbroken. They were transferred his printed speech. 1 hope the reporter will leave 
into the interior in the original packages, under _ it out in mine if I express amazement that the 
the seal of the American authorities, and that honorable gentleman should have given utterance 
Government was under obligation, in accordance to such opinions as he has in reference to those 
with the stipulations of the treaty entered into Mexican proceedings. The gentleman quoted 
with the United States, not to sauiacdah them. from Mr. Jefferson, as follows: 

Now, the ground upon which I place this claim “ The administration of justice is a branch of the sover- 
is this: The relief which is proposed to be afforded Son es ey. aan aan eee ae 
to these parties by this bill, ” simply to refund in their jutladiictian, ox thet thele chineas ate «ge a 
the duties which have been collected by the United | pot subject toit. Whenacause has been adjudged accord 
States upon these goods. The Government of the | ing to the rules and forms of the country, its justice ought 
United States exacted duties upon the goods,and, |, © be presumed.” 
in exacting them, placed itself under obligations 
to protect.the parties, to a certain extent, in their 
sale and disposal. Sir, these parties have not 
been protected in the sale of their goods. The Gov- 
ernment of Mexico has violated its obligation to 
protect them, and up to this time has failed to 
satisfy them for the violation of its obligations. 
And now they ask, as a partial relief, that, under 
these circumstances, we shall simply refund the 
money which has been paid to the Government of 
the United States upon a guarantee of protection, 
That 
is all. It is true that this claim ought to have 
been collected when the late treaty was negotiated 
with Mexico, by which $10,000,000 was paid to 
that Government. And, sir, from the fact that | 
no effort was made to collect it on that occasion, | 
I conceive that the whole responsibility rests upon | 
the shoulders of the Government of the United 
States, and that the whole amount of the claim | 
ought to be paid from the Treasury of the United | 
States. 


GLOBE. 


Well, sir, | admit that the justice of the decision 
ought to be presumed if there were not facts to 
show that there is no justice in it. Everybody 
knows the irregularity of proceedings of this kind 
in Mexico. And everybody who will take the 
trouble to examine the papers in this case will see 
that there can be no doubt of the irregularity and 
utter injustice of the whole of these proceedings. 

Sir, these goods were marked with the seal of 
the public authorities at the city of Matamoras. 
They were carried into the interior with the per- 
mits in the hands of the wagoners, or the owner 
of the wagons who went with them, and they 
were seized and violently taken from him, upon 
the pretense or suspicion that they had been smug- 
gled into thecountry. Thecourt, after confiscating 
these goods, passed an order for the imprisonment 
of the party, and another order for his appear- 
ance within twenty days of the time to answer to 
thecharge. Well, sir, this last order was received 
as it seems from all the testimony, but three days 
before the time the party was to appear. The 
Mr. SKELTON. Will the gentleman allow | order of the court was, that he should appear 
me to ask him a question ? | within twenty days. He received that order 

Mr. STANTON. Oh, certainly. |, seventeen days afterwards, and had three days to 

Mr.SKELTON. | wish to know, in the first || travel four hundred and twenty miles. These 
place, if these parties have any power of attorney being the facts of the case, the gentleman from 
to receive these duties in behalf of the importers? | Virginia, [Mr. Mi.tson,] expresses his opinion, 
The goods were sold by the importers to the || that the party ought to have made his appearance 
claimants, and it seems to me that if we are to | there, and appealed from the decision of the court 
refund the duties at all, we should refund them to | with an order for his imprisonment staring him 
the importer who paid them, and not, second- || in the face! 
hand, to these parties. How do we know, if we ||} Mr. BRIDGES. I wish to inquire of the gen- 
refund the duties now to these parties, that the || tleman whether Belden, instead of appearing 
original importers will not come and ask that || before the court in pursuance of that notice, did 
they shall be refunded over again to them? || not run away and escape from Mexico? 

Mr. STANTON. Why, Mr. Speaker, the |) Mr.STANTON. He did, sir; and I think that 
fact that the goods in the original packages have || any gentleman who has any knowledge of the 
been transferred to another American citizen, is | ordinary modeof proceeding in that country, under 
sufficient to prevent it. The transfer of the goods || that Government, will justify him in doing so, and 
includes all claim for duties paid. The importer || pronounce his decision a wise one, to appeal to 
was not despoiled of his goods. But, on thecon- || is own Government, instead of attempting to 
trary, he disposed of them and transferred them || appeal from such legal proceedings as those were. 
to the present claimants, who were despoiled of || This is all I have to say upon the subject. I 
them, and hecan, therefore, have no claim in refer- | shall vote for the bill as it may be amended. 
ence to the duties paid. || Mr. BAYLY, of Virgi ia. I wish to say some- 

But, sir, this is only applicable to a very small || thing upon this question; but I do not wish to do 
portion of the goods on which it is asked that | it to-day. I move that the House resolve itself 
duties shall be remitted; and I understand the gen- || into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. Hunt] agrees to | the Union, with a view of taking up the French 
abandon that portion of the claim, which is quite || spoliation bill. 
insignificant in comparison with the other mer- | Mr. HUNT. I hope the House will dispose 
chandise on which it is proposed the duties shall | of the bill now before it; and which has been so 
be refunded. amply discussed. 

Mr. ORR. I ask the gentleman from Tennes- || Mr. BAYLY. My purpose is to call up the 
see to give way to allow me to move, or that he | French spoliation bill, if I can get a majority to 
will himself move, to amend the bill so as to put || do so. 
it im the shape indicated by the gentleman from | Mr. KERR. I call for tellers. 

Louisiana. || Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kerr and 

Mr STANTON. Ihave no objection to the) Wueever were appointed. 
amendmeut being made. | The House divided; and the tellers reported 

Mr. ORR. I will then move to strike out the | seventy-nine in the affirmative. 
words ‘ tobacco and other,’’ so that it will read Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
‘* upon merchandise imported by them.”’ |, and nays. 

A Memser. That is not in order. There is The yeas and nays were ordered. 

a motion to commit pending. '| The question was then taken on Mr. Barir’s 

Mr. ORR. Well, then, [ ask the gentleman to || motion, and it was decided in the attirmative— 
withdraw his motion to commit, and allow the || yeas 107, nays 64; as follows: , 
amendment to be made, and then he can renew || YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Appleton, Thom- 
| his motion to commit, if he desires it. 4 | as ee er es er ee 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New || Churchwell, "Glnauin, Odok, Cox, Crocker, Carte 
Jersey (Mr. Sxerron]} moved to commit the bill to | 


; : Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickinson, Dieney, Dunbar, Edeer- 
a Committee of the Whole House,and no motion |! ton, Edmands, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flag- 


I demand the yeas 
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ler, Florence, Franklin, Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Good- 
rich, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Harrison, 
Hastings, Haven, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, J. 
Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Lane, Lyon, McCulloch, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Maurice, 
Meacham, Middieswarth, Millson, Norton, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Parker, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pratt, 
Pringle, Ready, Reese, Riddle, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Shower, Simmons, Samuel! A. Smith, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, Jolin J. 
Taylor, John L. Taylor, Tetler, Trout, Tweed, Upham, 
Vansant, Wade, Walbridge, Warren, Elliiu B. Wash- 


burne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 


worth, Westbrook, Wheeler, and Yates—107. 


NAYS—Messrs. David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, | 


Bennett, Benton, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Carpenter, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Corwin, Craige, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dunham, Wastinan, Ellison, Greenwood, Grow, Hamilton, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hill, Houston, Daniel T. Jones, George 
W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kidwell, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lathain, Letcher, Lindsley, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mor- 
rison, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Olds, Orr, Jobn Perkins, 
Pheips, Phillips, Puryear, Ruflin, Seward, Shaw, Single 
ton, Skelton, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Hes- 
tor L. Stevens, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Walsh, and Daniel 
B. Wright—64. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. Seymour paired off, on the above vote, with 
Mr. Litty. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union, (Mr. Seymour in the chair.) 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS PRIOR TO 1800. 
Mr. BAYLY. 
notice that I gave to the House of my object in 
moving to go into committee, that we take up the 
first bill on the Calendar, which is the French 
spoliation bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Theconsideration of that 
bill is the first business in order. 
Mr. HOUSTON. | have, Ll suppose, a right 


I move, in pursuance of the 


to ask for a vote upon taking up one of the appro- | 


preson bills. I therefore move to take up House 


ill No. 530, which is one of the regular appro- | 


priation bills. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Which one? 
Mr. HOUSTON. The fortification bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 


] desire to make a per- | 


sonal explanation, which will occupy only a 


moment. Some ten days ago I agreed to pair off 
with Mr. Exsor, of Massachusetts, on the French 
spoliation bill, he [Mr. Exior] being in favor, 
and | opposed to it. This morning, at the request 
of my friend, General Suieps, I agreed to pair off 


with my colleague, Colonel Bisse, who is con- | 


fined to his room by sickness. I had forgetten 
that { had made an arrangement with Mr. Exior 


when I made the agreement with General Suieps. | 
1 hope some opponent: of the bill will agree to | 


pair off for to-day with Colonel Bissevr. 


Be- | 


lieving, as I do, that the measure is wrong, and | 


that this Government is not bound to pay the 
demand, I shall regret if the bill shall lose any of 
its friends by any forgetfulness of mine. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will extricate my 
friend from Llinois from his difficulty by pairing 
off, for to-day only, with Mr. Bissext, as | am 


| formed than any other, it is this question, in ref- 


| country have decided; such men as Marshall, 
| Giles, Livingston, Webster, and I will not add 


obliged to be absent from the House for the | 


remainder of this day’s session, 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
and move to take up the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. My point is this, that the French spolia- 
tion bill being reached upon the Calendar, and 
being called, the proper question is, whether the 
committee will consider it. Ifthe committee refuses 
to consider it, why then the gentleman can move 


I will change my motion, | 


to take up some other bill which has not been | 


reached. The Chair will recollect that that was 
the course taken at the last session, at the time we 
were endeavoring to get up the Nebraska bill. 
Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is evidently 
mistaken as to the practice of last session. The 
rules expressly secure to any member of this body 
who desires to make a motion to take up an 


appropriation bill, the right to have a vote taken | 


upon it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will refer to 
the rule. 


Mr. BAYLY. Lhope my friend from North 


Carolina will not press his question of order. | 
After all, itdepends upon the will of a majority of | 


the committee. 


point of order, 


it 
i} 


| 
| 


‘that bill is unususlly well guarded in its provis- | 


‘ions. One of the +e which this bill has || 


| it. 


| nothing to say, except it be in reply. 


| attention having been drawn to this subject—what | 
| 
} 
| 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr.ORR. Then I ask for tellers on the motion | 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kerr and 
Nose were appointed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first bill on the Calen- | 
der is the French spoliation bill. The gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Houston] moves to take up | 
the civil and diplomatic bill in lieu of that bill. | 
The question is on that motion. 


The committee was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 56, nays 98. 

So the motion to take up the civil and diplomatic 
bill was not agreed to. 


THE FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The matter before the 
committee is the bill numbered on the Calender | 
237, being a bill to provide for the ascertainment | 
and satisfaction of the claims of American citizens | 
for spoliations committed by the French, prior to 
31st July, 1801. 

Mr. BAYLY. Idonot, Mr. Chairman, at this 
short session of Congress, when there are so many 
questions of pressing importance before us, pro- 
pose to detain the committee on a question of this 
sort for any length of time, because, 1 presume 
that if there be one question with respect to which 
the statesmen of the United States are better in- 


erence to the French spoliation bill. It has been | 
reported on for half a century, almost always in 
favor of the bill. It has passed through the two 
Houses of Congress frequently, but not at the 
same session. | only wanttocalltheattention of the | 
members of the Eiouse to the difference between 
the two bills. 

The bill before the committee is one which was 
reported by me from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. ‘There is an inaccuracy in it which prob- | 
ably was not the fault of the Clerk, for, in the | 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, we struck out that | 


provision of the bill which provides for issuing || 


stock, and in view of the large surplus in the | 
Treasury, we provided for a direct appropriation 
of $5,000,000. The Senate bill, which I shall, 
before I sit down, move as the substitute for ours, 
differs from ours only in this: that it provides for 
a direct appropriation from the Treasury, and 
provides, also, for the appointment of a solicitor on 
the part of the Government, to appear before the 
board of inquiry and see that justice is done. 

I shall say nothing, Mr. Chairman, about the 
merits of the bill. Having reported it, it will be 
my duty to conclude the debate, and, therefore, I 
shall not trouble the committee just now, but will 
ask that the committee do rise and stop debate, as 
I do not suppose that any gentleman desires to 
debate this question in this short session—a ques- 
tion in respect to which the first intellects of the 


the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Benton,] 
because he is now present, and [ will not class 
him with the dead. But, sir, the question has | 
been entirely exhausted in discussion, and | have | 
[i move the | 
Senate bill as a substitute for the House bill. 
[Cries of ** Question !’’ ‘* Question !’’] 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to | 
read the bill proposed as a substitute. 
Mr. BAYLY. I want to say one other word 
in respect to this bill before it be read. I think 


| 
| 


always encountered, has been that there would be | 
no end to the claims which would be made under | 
By this bill we appropriate $5,000,000 for the 
payment of those claims, and by the provision of 
the bill itself, the presentation by the claimant of | 
his claim before the commission, is the relief of | 





tion is not awarded. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to propound one or two 
interrogatories to the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Bayxy.] I desire to inquire from him—his | 


is the probable aggregate amount of those claims 
growing out of the French spoliation ? 
Mr. BAYLY. That is a matter which will | 


have to be ascertained under this bill. But does 


| the gentleman raise any question upon that point 
Mr.CLINGMAN. Well, sir, I will waive the 


because the bill appropriates $5,000,000, and pro- 


|| vides that the very act of presenting a claim to this 


| House—that, acco 


| and shall vote against both. 





board, is a relief of the Government from alj fy, 
ther claims? = 

Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from Vire; 
indicate about the amount—as I suppose he is wy, 
informed upon the subject—of these French apo). 
ation claims? oe 

Mr. BAYLY. They are like unascertsjnes 
damages, and we have, therefore, provided asain: 
any injustice in that respect. =r 

Mr. HIBBARD. If my recollection serves me 
aright, it was estimated by Mr. Sewarp, in , 
speech made in the Senate, that the amount of 
these claims was between $30,060,000 ang 
$40,000,000. I would ask the gentleman froyp 
Virginia if that is not the probable amount? ; 

Mr. BAYLY. I believe no such thing; by; 
on the contrary, I believe that $5,000,000 yi 
satisfy all the claims against the Governmer: 
which will be adjudicated, and the bill protec: 
the Government in that respect. It was with care 
that I looked to that matter, as it was my duty 
todo. The bill provides for an appropriation of 
$5,000,000 to be distributed pro rata in satisfaction 
of all these claims. The very presentation of the 
claim, by the very terms of the bill, is a release 
of the Government from everything except the 
dividend which the board of commissioners 
award. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia whether, in his opinion, if we pay 
these $5,000,000, we do not virtually admit the 
justice of a greater amount above $5,000,000, and 
| whether the creditors are barred from applying to 
_the Government? By so doing we admit the jus. 

tice of a claim, if I am not mistaken, of between 
| $30,000,000 and $40,000,000 without interest, but 
with interest, a claim of about $100,000,000. 

Mr. BAYLY. The answer I make the gent!e. 
man is a very plain and simple one. The claim- 
ants are satisfied with this bill. They have been 
kept for fifty years out of what I believe to be as 
righteous a claim as ever existed against any Gov- 
ernment on the face of the earth. You have now 
| compelled them, by a sort of duress, to limit their 
claims to $5,000,000; and they are willing to 
take this amount in final satisfaction of their 
claims, as the bill provides. Although I am in 
favor of this bill, and the satisfaction of the claims 
as provided under it, and come here and advocate 
its passage, I will say to the gentleman from New 
| Hampshire, that I will stand by him to protect 
| the Government against any future claim. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I will state to the gentleman 
from Virginia, that I have seen the final passage 
of a good many claims, and have found that the 
claimants always come in for the residue of their 
claims, and they generally get it. 

Mr. CUTTING. Iam requested to state, by 
my friend from Massachusetts, (Mr. Aprieron|— 
and I believe I can give no better authority to 

slink to the best estimates and 
| information collected upon this subject, the total 
amount of all these claims is from $10,000,000 to 
| $12,000,000. 

Mr. ORR. Without interest? 

Mr. CUTTING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ORR. I do not propose to make a speech 
upon this subject. I amtopposed to the original 
bill, as well as to the substitute which has been 
| moved by the honorable gentleman from Virginia, 


nis 


ay 


\ 
tnis 


I desired to ascer- 
| tain the supposed amount of these claims, but the 
| gentleman from Virginia has not been able togive 
me any specific information upon that subject. 
| According to the information given by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Curtina,] these 
claims will amount to between $10,000,000 and 
| $12,000,000 without interest. Now, if there 
| be an obligation upon the Government to pay 
| any of these claims whatever, and if that ob- 


} 
: , | ligation commenced at the time of the treaty 
the Government from everything where satisfac- || .7 


with France, as is contended by the advocates of 
| this scheme, in 1800 or 1801, I do not perceive 
| how it can refuse to pay interest upon the whole 
amount of these claims, because they have been 
constantly knocking’ at the doors of Congress 
and asking you for their payment. The payment 
of these claims has not originated from any delsy 
or neglect upon’ the part of the claimants them- 
selves; and if the proofs which they now offer 
are deemed satisfactory, they should have been 
equally so when the demand was first made—the 
case ia no stronger now than when first presented. 
| Admitting this conclusion to be correct, hew 
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1855. 
much will your $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 amount | 

with interest at six per cent., from 1801 to | 
the present time? 
ir. PECKHAM. I desire to ask my friend 
‘om South Carolina, whether that has been the 
principle upon which he has acted in this House? 
‘Mr. ORR. There has not been a claim since | | 
have been a member of this House, that 1 now 
recollect, Which has come before the House for its 
jetermination, of the class of cases to which this 
French spoliation bill belongs. 

Mr. PECKHAM. The principle has been 
frequently here. : 

Mr. ORR. I have, in some instances, voted 
for the payment of interest by the Government; | 
byt, as a general rule, I have voted against it. I | 
think it is the correct rule, upon the ground that | 
Congress is presamed, when the proofs of a | 
claim are satisfactory, to make immediate compen- || 
cation. Many claims, when presented, are defect- | 
ive in proof, and are suspended or postponed | 
until cumulative evidence is supplied. Would it 
be proper in such case to allow interest ? 

| 


Mr. WARREN. I desire toask the gentleman 
from South Carolina what the amount of the debt 
involved has to do with the liability of the Gov- 
ernment to pay it? 

Mr. ORR. I propose to discuss that point | 
shortly; and, in doing so, trust I shall most satis- | 
factorily respond to the question propounded by | 
the gentleman from Arkansas. I had a purpose | 
in view in propounding the interrogatory | did to | 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia, | Mr. Bay- 
ty,] to know the amount of these claims. [I | 
desired to be informed whether $5,000,000 would 
cover them or not. It is perfectly apparent that | 
that amount will not satisfy them. 1 was anxious 
to have learned the supposed amounts of these 
slams from the gentleman from Virginia, and put 
ypon the record his admission that $5,000,000 
would not half pay the claims, without interest; 
but | failed todo so. I obtained the information 
{ desired, which I regard as reliable, from the hon- 
orable gentleman from New York, (Mr. Curtine,] 
who gave it as coming from the accurate and thor- 
oughly intelligent gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. AprLeTron,] that the whole amount of these | 
claims was from $10,000,000 to $12,000,600. 1 | 
propose to make this application, and the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. Warren] will perceive | 
why the amount involved here enters into the con- | 
sideration of this question. You pass a bill here 
anprepriating $5,000,000 to liquidate and —_ 
these claims in full, although the claims may reach 
$12,000,000. e 

Mr. BRIDGES. I wish to propound one ques- 
tion to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. ORR. Let me finish answering the ques- 
tion asked by the gentleman from Arkansas, and | 
then | wifl yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The gentleman from Virginia says that the 
presentation of the claim before the board for a 
share of the $5,000,000 proposed to be appropriated 
by this bill, 1s, ipso facto, a discharge of any further 
hability and obligation upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment; and yet the $5,000,000 appropriation is 
en admission that you are liable in equity and 
good conscience to pay these claims. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me one moment? 

Mr. ORR. When I have finished this single 
argument I will, and I cannot until then. When | 
you pass this bill, you have conceded the obliga- | 
tion and liability of this Government to pay these 
demands. You have conceded that the Govern- 
mentis bound to protect all those who have suffered 
from spoliation, because if that be not the principle 
upon which you act, how will you justify the | 
payment of the ¢5,000,000? But you pay that 
sum, and there remains unpaid perhaps $7,000,000 
more, equally just—proven by thesame evidence. 
You, by the same act which admits the justice of 
the claim, deprive them of one hundred and fifty 
per cent. or more on the original claim, all of 
Which is just and ought to be paid, if any is ad- 
mitted. hat will be the result, then, of your 
policy? In what form will these parties, who have | 
received only half their honest dues, come before | 
you?) What will they say? They will say to 
you that by your action you have recognized the 
obligation and tading validity upon the Govern- || 
ment, to pay the whole demands, and will it not 
betrofe? Can human ingerluity deny the justice |! 








or logic of the allegation? You will attempt to 
relieve yourselves from the obligation by saying 
** We compromised with the claimants, and they 
agreed to take §5,000,0Q0. You canrot therefore 
claim more.’’ A great Government acknowledges 


‘the justice of the demand of its citizens for 


$12,000,C00, and then says, if you will be content 
to take $5,000,000 and give us a full acquittance, 
we will pay that sam; otherwise we will pay you 
nothing. Is therea gentleman here who would not 
feel humiliated at such a declaration? The gen- 


| tleman from Virginia [Mr. Barty] himself, says 
| that these parties are under a sort of duress, and 


are willing to take $5,000,000 for their claims. 
W ould it be generous—would it be just to take 
advantage of their restrained position and pay but 
$5,000,000, when you owed $12,000,000 or per- 
haps $14,000,000? If the Government is bound, 
by national law, by justice to its citizens, to pay 
$5,000,000, it must sooner or later discharge that 


| obligation. You may guard your a bill with 
| limitations, with provisos—with 


eclarations that 
it is in full satisfaction of all demands—but my 


| word for it you will eventually be compelied to 
|| pay it all, when you once concede any liability, as 


you will do by passing this bill. 
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Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Will the gentle- | 


man from South Carolina allow me a word now? 

Mr. ORR. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYLY. I dislike to interrupt the gen- 
tleman, but as he is arguing upon the supposition 
that my explanation was unsatisfactory, it is due 
to me that I should be permitted to make it more 
satisfactory. 

I stated to the gentleman, as distinctly as I 
knew how to do it, that it was impossible for me 
to tell—and I undertake to say, that it is impos- 
sible for anybody to tell—the extent of these 
claims; because that is to be adjudicated by a 
board of commissioners, fortified by every sort of 
guard that a court could be fortified with, and 
they are to ascertain the amount. 

Now, I say further, that I have not an idea that 


| one tithe of the claims which are supposed to 


exist will ever be made good before that board. 


| They will not be made out. In the first place 


there are a good many who suppose that they are 
interested in this bill, whose claims occurred sub- 
sequent to the year 1800. This bill provides that 
those claims which were taken care of by the 
treaty negotiated by Mr. Rives, are not to come 


' in under this bill. I have do doubt that a great 
| many persons suppose that they have claims 
| when they have not. ButI am not a commis- 
| sioner, or the judge of that matter. I cannot tell 


the gentleman to what extent that board will ad- 
judicate claims, but I do say, that I believe that 


| this $5,000,000, if it does not do entire justice, 


if it does not come up to the rule of strictissimi 


| juris, will be satisfactory to the claimants; and I 


do not believe this Government will ever be called 
upon again in reference to the same matter. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. With the permission of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, I wish to 


| make asingle suggestion. Thisis a judicial ques- 


tion, and I wish to present this point for consid- 


| eration: Our Government was not primarily liable 


for these claims. Now, suppose these claimants 


| were injured to the extent of $10,000,000 or 


$12,000,000. That would have constituted a good 
claim against the F’rench Government to that extent. 
We became liable, because the French Govern- 


, ment released us from the performance of certain 


guarantees, and the extent of our liability will 
depend upon the extent of that guarantee. We 


| agreed to guarantee the West India islands to 


France, but England took them away, and the 
French Government demanded satisfaction of us. 
To induce the Fyench Government to release us 
from that guarantee, we agreed to release her from 
these claims of indemnity, brought against herby 
our citizens. If we consider that that guarantee 
is only worth the sum of $5,000,000, we could 
only be liable to make satisfaction to that extent 
to the claimants. It is in that way we became 
liable at all. 

1 do not know that this Government is under 
obligation to pay any claims for damages which 
our citizens have suffered at the hands of foreign 
Powers. We are bound to obtain satisfaction from 
such foreign Governments, but we are not bound 
to go to war forthat purpose. Whatever sum, in 
satisfaction, we may get out of a foreign Govern- 
ment, we are bound to pay over. 


873 


Mr. HIBBARD. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to say that he puts the 
liability of the Government to pay, upon the 
ground that we took the property of these claim- 
ants for public uses? If so, should we pay them 
what we received, or the worth of the property 
which we took? I understand the latter to be the 
true law. We should pay them the value of the 
property which we took. If we afterwards went 
to war with France, a state of real, or quasi hos- 
tility, would, perhaps, on grounds of international 
law, be a discharge of all claims. 

Mr. HUNT. I rise to a question of order. I 
object to these interruptions as irregular, and ask 
the Chair to enforce order. Let every gentleman 
be heard in turn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I was about to say, that the 
gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr. Hissarp] 
misundersiands the point | make, I maintainthat 
we got a certain satisfaction from France, by her 
releasing us from a binding guarantee. It would 
have been the same thing if we had received 
$5,000,000 in money from France. We should 
turn over to the claimants all we got; and they 
have no right to ask anything more. 

My object was to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] to the cir- 
cumstances under which we became liable, and to 
say that if we thought that the release from that 
guarantee, by which we were bound, was worth 
only $5,000,000, we are not bound to give any- 
thing more than that sum to the claimants. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman how it matters what the claims may 
amount to, provided the claimants voluntarily 
agree to take the $5,000,000 in full payment of 





| them? 


Mr. ORR. I will answer that question, as, 
perhaps, it is pertinently put. How are oo to 
resist the obligation to pay demands which may 
be made upon you hereafter, when the $5,000,000 
has been distributed among the claimants, who 
receive it under ‘‘duress?’?’ How are you to 
resist the obligation to pay over to them, at a 
subsequent period, all that is not provided for by 
this bill? If there is any obligation to pay the 
$5,000,000, is the obligation any less to pay the 
whole sum? Would any common law or chan- 


'| cery court declare valid an acquittance obtained 


from a party under duress? 

Mr..W ASHBURN, of Maine. If the gentle- 
man from South Carolina will look at the eleventh 
section of the bill, he will see that only those who 
do present their claims are bound. Therefore, 
any claimant who does not present his claim is 
not, by the terms of the bill, barred from applying 
to Congress hereafter. Any claimant, however, 
who does so says: ‘* You ofler so much now. I 
may not get it, if I claim the whole, in ten or 
twenty years, and perhaps never. Therefore, 
rather than fail at the present time by asking Con- 
gress for the whole, I will take the chance, judg- 
ing for myself, and come in and freely receive the 
amount yas proens to give, and discharge the 
Government forever from the debt.” 

Mr. ORR. I am much obliged to the gentle- 
man from Maine for his suggestion. It had 
| escaped my observation that the claimants who 
do not choose to come forward and receive their 
share of the $5,000,000 provided for in the bill, 
ean come back here at the next session, or at any 
following session, and ask that Congress shall pay 
them the full amount of their claim. And after 
' you have paid one sum, after you have admitted 
the equity and justice of the claim in one aspect, 
how could the gentleman deny them in another ? 
W hat response could Congress make? Would it 
be that your citizens had come forward, according 
to the provisions of the bill, and said that they 
were willing to take the $5,000,000 in full satisfac- 
_ tion of their entire claim? 

But, Mr. Chairman, when the justice and equity 
| of the remaining $7,000,000 is eg apparent, 
would any committee have the boldness, the 
| effrontery, sir, to rest the refusal of Congress to 
pay the Via. upon the ground that the claim- 
ants, being in our power, and denied half the 


amounts on due them, agreed, for $5,000,000, 


‘| to cease all further demand? Would it be honest 


_— 


| 


| for this Government to take any such position 2 
| If the claim is just, pay it. If the money is not 
|in the Treasury to pay it, issue stocks for that 
| purpose. Fund the debt—pay it any way; bat 
| do not say that, having the claimants within our 
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juctice, by paying them third or half of the 
amount of their rightful claim. 1 trust that | 
may never see the Government assume such a 
position. If the claim is just, pay the whole 
amount. 

Is it due? that is the question. 
circumstances connected with this claim? 
often has it been presented and defeated? The 
claim was presented very soon after it had origin- 
ated. 
the last forty or fifty years, and it has always 


been defeated up to this time. True, it was passed | 


in 1846, but it was vetoed by the then President 
of the United States. You come forward now, 
when all the evidence of the want of justice and 
obligation on the part of the Governmentto pay 
the claim has passed away, when the claimants 
have been piling document upon document, 
stating and restating every line and word of any 
book or paper in their favor, strengthening their 
case as ours weakened, and say of those who 
have gone before us—for itis tantamount to saying 
there was a valid obligation resting on Congress 


to pay this claim-—that they refused to pay what | 


was most justly due. As was suggested to me a 
moment ago, Mr. Chairman, our ancestors were 
poor, but honest; and though they had not their 
coffers filled with gold and silver, as we have our 
coffers, still they paid all demands which they 
acknowledged to be due. If they did not pay the 
money down they gave their obligations. They 
funded the debt growing out of the revolutionary 
war; and, Sir, it is no response now to say the 
country was poor then, and that that was the 
reason these claims were not paid. If the claims 


had been just the obligation on the part of the || 


United States would have been recognized, and 
arrangement madefor their payment; but, forthe 
period of forty or fifty years, these claims, as they 


found their way into the Halls of Congress, were | 


again and again defeated. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] 


speaks of the long array of great names who have | 
Well, sir, | 
there have been very many great men who dis- | 
cussed this question on the other side; gentlemen | 
discrimination; | 


discussed in favor of this question. 


of character, intelligence, and 
statesmen who impressed their genius upon the 
age in which they lived—such men as Calhoun, 
Wright, McDuffie, and others. They opposed 
this claim. So great names fail to determine the 
question in favor of the claimants. You are now 
to concede a claim which has slept—no, not slept, 
[ beg the claim’s pardon—[laughter]—for these 
claimants have not allowed it to sleep, there 
scarcely being one session of Congress since it 
originated during which it has not been presented 
and considered. You are to vote a claim just 
which has been voted otherwise, time and again, 


by Congress for forty-odd years, and that, too, | 


without debate, or a tittle of additional evidence. 

Mr. RIDDLE. The gentleman from South 
Carolina has given as a reason why these claims 
should not be paid, that they have been before 
Congress for forty years, and have never passed 
but once, when they were vetoed by President 
Polk. I would ask him to state, with his usual 


candor, whether any bill making appropriations | 


for the adjustment of these claims was ever voted 
on, in either the Senate or House of Representa- 


tives, when a majority was not found in its favor? || 


Is not the delay rather to be attributed to our 
rules, than to the fault of the claimants? 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared 
to respond definitely to the gentleman at this time. 


My impression is, that, in a large majority of | 
cases where votes have been taken in either House || 


of Congress, they have been in favor of the pay- 
ment of the claims. But the gentleman need not 
attempt to deduce from this an argument that they 
are right. How does the gentleman know that, 
during the series of forty years this matter has 
been under discussion, the failure of the two 
Elouses to vote for the bill in the same session 
was nota fair and strong indication that the claims 
were not just, and ought not to be paid ? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina, to permit me to refresh his mem- 
ory in regard to the history of the legislation at 
the last Congress. By some legislative legerde- 


main, which nobody seemed to understand, the | 


French spoliation bill was, one morning, by an un- 


power, we shall do them half justice, or third | 


What are the | 
How | 


It has been annually before Congress for | 








| adjourn. 
| gentleman from Virginia, or some other memoer, 
whether, in case the House adjourned in that | 


placed under one hundred or two hundred other | 
Although there | 


bills upon the Speaker’s table. 
was a clear and decided majority in this House 
in favor of the bill, to dig it up from its buried 
depth, and once more bfing it to light, still that 
never could be done, because of the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I 
tleman will withdraw his remark that it was an 


unfortunate motion of mine, for I do not generaily | 


make unfortunate motions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I think the 
motion was made by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. FLORENCE. ILhope the gentleman will 
permit me to ask him another question. 

Mr. ORR. One at a time. Let me answer 


the inquiry just made, and then I shall yield tothe | 
| gentleman. 
| lative legerdemain by which this bill failed to | 


The gentleman speaks of some legis- 


receive final action at the last Congress, although 
there was a majority in favor of it, 


the Speaker’s chair at the time, | should have 


_made precisely the same decision in reference to 

the question as was made by the Speaker [Mr. | 
The gentleman speaks of the bill being | 
He | 
| knows the rules well enough to know, that after 
| one hour had been devoted to the calling of com- 

mittees for reports, any gentleman might have | 


Boyp.]} 
placed under some two hundred others. 


taken the floor, and moved to go to the business 
upon the Speaker’s table. 

If the gentleman’s friends, or rather the friends 
of the bill, had been true to the bill, if they had 
been as anxious to pass it as the gentleman seems 


been passed. If they had really felt the anxiety 


and solicitude which they are now represented to 

have felt, they would have gone to the business on || 
the Speaker’s table at the expiration of the morn- | 
ing hour, and have cleared it of every bill there, | 


and secured the much sought action. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
tleman allow me to ask hima question? 
Mr. ORR. Notnow. The gentleman specu- 


lates as to the reasons why the bill was not taken |! 
He says that all the time there was a clear || the money to spare. 


Well, sir, that is a mere || 


up. 
majority in favor of it. 
matter of opinion. 
not have been. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
tleman allow me now to interrupt him? 

Mr. ORR. I will hear the gentleman’s ques- 
‘tion. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 


from South Carolina, if he will recollect the pro- 


There may, and there may 


ceedings of the last Congress in reference to this || 


measure, will agree with me that it was defeated 
in the same way in which it had been defeated 
several times in previous Congresses. If Iremem- 


the House. Upon the motion of some gentleman— 


_ I think it was the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. | 


Bayty]—the House did proceed to its considera- 


| tion, or, at least, action was taken progressing | 
And the motions || 


towards its direct consideration. 
which were made were evidently sustained by a 
clear majority of the House. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Certainly; there was a 
large majority of the House in favor of it. 


Mr. WASHBURN. 


moved to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union, pending which 


motion the gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr. | 


Hissarp]—I think it was—moved that the House 
The question was then raised by the 


stage of the proceedings, the bill would go to the 
Speaker’s table. The Speaker, or the person 
occupying the chair at the time, expressed the 
opinion—though, perhaps, not absolutely and 
unqualified!y—that it would not, upon which the 
House adjourned, and—— 

Mr. ORR, I thought the gentleman was going 
to propound a question to me. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am going to presently. 
[Laughter.}] With the gentleman’s permission, 


fortunate motion of the gentleman from Virginia, || however, I will proceed to state—— 


hope the gen- | 


Now, Mr. | 
| Chairman, I have devoted a little attention to the | 
rules of the House, and if I had been occupying | 


| in favor of the passage of this bill. 


Willthe gen- | 
_he usually reads State papers. 


Will the gen- | 


1 think the gentleman | 


Well, sir, when the bill | 
was reached it was in this position: The gentle- 
man from Virginia, or some one, 1 forget who, | 
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Mr. ORR. The gentleman has my permission 
to ask me a question, if he wishes, but not to pro- 
ceed with a history of the legislauve proceedinuy 
upon this bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Well, then, [ ask the 
gentleman if I have not stated the matter oa 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. ORR. Why, sir, in the ** noise and con. 
fusion’’ that prevailed in the Hall, I did not hear 
what the gentleman’s statement was. [Grea: 
laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, it isa very easy matter, when 
bills are proposed here, and gentiemen do not 
choose to take the responsibility of voting direct! 
upon them, to give them the ‘*‘ go by,” by allow. 
ing them to sleep for six months upon the Speak. 
er’s table, and in various other ways, and thus 
defeat them, when, if they came to a direct yore 
they might pass. For myself, 1 do not conceive 
there has been, at any time since the veto of Mr. 
Polk, a majority of the House of Representatives 
I believe the 
veto of President Polk went agreat ways towards 
effectually destroying the validity of this claim jn 
the public estimation. I think it was good land. 
mark, and a landmark that ought to be adhered 
to. I do not know that it ought to be adhered 
to as a party measure, butif there were no higher 
considerations operating upon gentlemen upon this 
side of the House, I think they should at least 
manifest a disposition to sustain the action of 
President Polk. I think they should scrutinize 


right? 


closely any claim which has been presented here 


over and over again for forty years, once vetoed 


| and again presented, before they agree to pass it, 


Mr. PERKINS, of New York, (interrupting ) 


| I have looked at Mr. Polk’s veto message some 
now to believe, I have no doubt it would have || 


time since, and I cannot remember that he assigned 


/ any other reason than that we were then at war, 
_and could not spare the money. 


I ask the gen- 
tleman, now that the Treasury is full, whether 
that reason is applicable? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Chairman, my friend from 


| New York has not read President Polk’s veto 


message with the care and astuteness with which 
If he had, ie 
would have found some other reasons than that 
we were engaged in a foreign war, and had not 
If that had been the only 
reason, he would not have been justified, in the 


|| public estimation, in vetoing the bill. 


But, to come back to the point where | was in- 


| terrupted. And let me say that I had no expecta- 
| tion of saying anything upon this subject, until | 
| saw the bill was about to go by default. The 
| gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bayxy] indicated 


his purpose, if no gentleman desired to say any- 
thing upon the subject of the bill, to move that the 
committee rise and report it to the House, but at 


| the same time, as he said, with no desire to press 
|, the motion, if any gentleman desired to discuss 
D || the bill. 
| ber correctly, the bill passed the Senate early in || 

the first session of the last Congress, and came to || 


I wanted to propound a question to the 
gentleman, which I did; and it is out of that that 
this debate has arisen. When I had succeeded in 
fixing, by the admission of the friends of the bill, 
the claims for French spoliations at from ten to 
twelve millions dollars, I then desired to know of 
the gentleman from Virginia how he could justify 
himself in paying five millions for a just claim of 
ten millions. Sir, I ask this House, in all honesty 
and fairness, if they can consent to ask a citizen 
of the United States to receive fifty cents on the 
dollar as payment of a just claim against the Gov- 
ernment? 

Sir, you will find that the restriction at the close 
of this bill will not operate as a restriction at all. 
You will find that when five millions are expended, 
these applicants will come here for the balance 
of their claim, and the Government, having estab- 
lished the validity of the claim itself, will be bound 
to pay it. You will find that, if you pass this bill, 
the Government will not be relieved from its lia- 
bilities, on account of these French spoliations, 
until thirty, forty, or fifty milliens have been ab- 
sorbed from the national Treasury. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have risen for the pur- 
pose of making a few remarks, not to be dignified 
with the name of a speech, upon the subject now 
under consideration, and especially upon the re- 
markable course of argument pursued by my 
friend from South Carolina, {Mr. Orr,} and my 
friend from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hisparn.| 
They have very carefully enforced upon the com- 
mittee the fact, that a much larger amount than 
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is provided for in the bill under consideration, is 
due these claimants. 1am reminded of an anec- 
dote of two men, who were called on by their 
jandlady to seitle their bills. When the bill was 
resented to one, he reduced it fifty per cent. for 
over charges, paid the amount, and went on his 
way. The other found that not half enough had 
been entered, and the landlady posted up the ac- 
count again; but the next morning she found he 
was missing. ‘* Well,’ said she of the last one, 
«he is the very best person I ever saw to settle, 
but the very worst to pay.’’ [Laugliter.] 

Now, sit, | very much fear it will be much the 
same way with my friend from South Carolina, 
and my friend from New Hampshire. They are 
very anxious to make out a larger amount than 
we have provided for. They are very anxious 
to make out that forty or fifty millions are due. 

Mr. HIBBARD. My position is this: that 
upon the principle that would make five millions 
due, a larger sum is due. The exact amount I 
could not say. My judgment is, that nothing is 


due. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The gentleman then ad- 
mits that he is in the category of the last person; 
he does not mean to pay anything. ([Laughter.] 

Mr. HIBBARD. No, siz; not one cent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Chairman, | have 
but a few more words to say. 
from South Carolina, in his arguinent, speaks of 
ethics. Is it the ethics of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, in the first place, 
for fifty-three years to refuse compensation to 
claimants because the sum is large, and then, at the 
end of the fifty-three years, to plead, in abatement 
that the claims are old ?—for it is that. Thirty 
reports have been made to both Houses of Con- 
gress upon these claims, all in favor of them, all 
going to establish, not only the justice of the 
claims of the American citizens upon the French 
Government, but the transfer of those claims from 
France to our Government by the treaty of 1800. 

Gentlemen who hear me know that, by our 
early treaty with the Government of France, by 
which we acquired some aid from them in our 
Revolution, we agreed to defend their West India 

ossessions. Weagreed to stand between the Brit- 


| 


The gentleman | 


180U, and transferred them to us by that treaty. 
The report of Mr. Livingston, of which | have 
but an abstract before me, fully proves— 

1. That the claims in question were admitted 


to be just and valid by I’rance and the United | 


States during the nezotiations which terminated in 
the convention of ]8U¢). 


2. That France paid these claims by presenting 


counter claims as an offset, which were accepted 
as such by the United States; and 

3. That the United States, by thus releasing 
France from the claims of American citizens, and 
appropriating them to her own use in satisfying 


the claims of France upon her, has made herself 


justly liable for their payment. 


That is the state of facts as set forth by Mr. | 


Livingston, and that last is the deduction whic! 

that great, clear-headed, just man made from the 
state of facts presented to him. I see not how we 
can escape the conclusion. Do not let us hear 
again anything about the amount of the claims. 
Gentlemen say that if the amount is $10,000,000, 
then $5.000,000 will not pay it. But, sir, there is 
a provision in the bill that that sum shall close the 
claims, and there is a stronger provision, or, if I 
may be allowed such a mode of expression, there 
is a want of previsions, that will insure the accept- 
ance of it. Want and destitution are in the fami- 
lies of the claimants, and the palsied widows and 
hungry children look to us, not for charity, not 
for eleemosynary aid, but for the just and honest 
payment of a debt which we owe as much as we 


| owe any claimants upon the Treasury of the United 


ish Navy, or the navies of any other nations, ard | 


ihe unprotected French possessions in the West 
Indies, with the few gun-boats, and other small 
vessels, which we then had. 
my friend from Virginia [Mr. Bayxy] that, by 
that treaty, we undertook to protect all the French 
possessions on this continent, 
force to the argument. It is cumulative at every 
point. Well, sir, we were unable to do it, and 
we purchased off, and now we want to pay with 
$5,000,000 for that impossibility of discharging 
ap obligation which we had assumed. 

Sir, though that may have been the first treaty 
that we purchased off from, it is not the last; but 
it is the only one that we have not paid for. 
Within a year, the Government of the United 
States, finding itself unable to fulfill the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, has paid $10,000,000 to the 
Mexican Government to escape from the conse- 

uences of violating that treaty; paid to a foreign 
Soveniiael $10,000,000 to be freed from the stip- 
ulations of a treaty; and now, when a case of the 
same character is presented to us, something is 
said here about ethics. Sir, it was the opinion of 
Washington, I think, that it is as good a motto 
for a people, as for an individual; for a nation, as 
for a man, that ** honesty is the best policy.”’ This 
is the origin of the claims for French spoliations 
upon our commerce—mostly upon the vessels that 
were engaged in conveying the productions of the 
bays and inlets upon our coast to the European 
markets. These, in many instances, were taken 
and destroyed, and where they were so destroyed, 
the claim may be established. But a considera- 
ble portion, I believe, of the claims which will be 
made upon the Government, will be for the de- 
tention of vessels, and these may possibly swell 


the amount up to $10,000,000 or $12,000,000. | 


Whether these can be allowed in commercial law, 
or, what is still stronger, commercial custom, is a 
matter to be settled by the commission that shall 
be appointed. But the claims for spoliations, for 
the destruction of our ships and harbors, cannot 
be denied. 

Somebody said here in my hearing, that France 
had never recognized these claims. Sir, France 


1 am reminded by | 


a 


That only adds | 


States. 

Sir, i: is contrary to good manners and to good 
morals to set up a claim of abatement in conse- 
quence of time, The statute of limitation runs 
not in favor of the nation in that form. The 
parties who are here ask of the Government of 
the United States, not what this Government has 
received—not half of it, not a quarter of it, for 
$200,000,000 would not have created a fleet, sus- 
tained an army, and carried on such a war as 
would have been necessary for the defense or the 
French possessions on this continent, and in the 
West Indies. Gentlemen must see that the Gov- 
ernment would be a large gainer, even though we 


should pay ten times the amount proposed in this | 


bill. 


But, Mr. Chairman, American legislators will | 


not regard itin that light. American legislators 
will not let the honor of the United States be 
weighed against a few dollars and cents. If the 


Government of our country has not received a | 


dollar’s advantage, the promise that it made to pay 
hese claims should have secured their payment. 
No man can regard this question es an American 
and an American legislator, without feeling that 
he is bound in honor to respond to the applica- 
tion of these claimants, and establish a tribunal 
by which their claims may be tested. 

Let me not be told that the time for such a pro- 
ceeding is past. Let me not be told that an 
American President vetoed the bill. He did it, 
sir, not because he did not think that the Govern- 
ment was bound in honor to pay the claims, but 
because he felt that he should dishonor the Treas- 
ury again if he should sign that bill at that 
moment, when five millions were wanted, if they 
could be obtained, to carry on a costly war. 

I have no disposition to occupy the time of the 
committee on this subject. We have before us, 
Mr. Chairman, other business of vast importance 
to attendto. We have before us business of very 
great consequence, which oughtto besettled. But 


| we have not one bill before us, Mr. Chairman— 


| this bill which we are now discussing. 


and | appeal to the gentlemen of the House to con- 
firm what I say—we have no bill before us, and 
we never will havea bill before us, which more 
concerns the honor of the American nation than 
1 will now 


| yield to the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 


| at its merits. 


Kerr. 

Mr. KEITT. Mr. Chairman, I have endeav- 
ored, in my examination of this subject, to arrive 
I confess it is surrounded with 
much of difficulty and embarrassment. Two ques- 
tions present themselves to my mind: 1. Whether 
there is any binding obligation upon us to pay 
any sum tothe claimants under F'rench spoliations 


| upon our commerce? and 2. What sum, if such 


obligation exists? f 
Is there any binding obligation upon us? It is 


did recognize them in the treaty of September, || clear that the spoliations were committed upon 
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the property of our citizens, and that they have 
never been indemnified. It is equally clear that 
we acquired a release from a treaty obligation to 
maintain the claim of France to the West India 
Islands, by releasing the claim of our citizens to 
indemnity from France for spoliations committed 
upon their property. Was not this so considered 
at the time? Twenty-nine reports, | believe, 
have been made to Congress, and only one of 
these has been a majority report against the 


justice and equitable obligation of these claims. 


Il remember; too, that while all the facts were 
fresh and vivid in the public mind, General 
Marion, of my own State, made a report in favor 
of their validity. [le was a man without stain, and 
without reproach. Lowndes, too—a name em- 
balmed in our hearts—attested them. 

if, then, there be any liability, the second ques- 
tion arises, what is the amount? This cannot 
be ascertained. The prejudices, the passions, the 
mists of more than fifty years have gathered 
around these claims. If the Government owes 
something, and the amount cannot be ascertained, 
may we not enact a compromise upon these claims? 
We were not compelled to go to war with France 
to obtain indemnity for these claimants, and 
althouczh we obtained a valuable consideration for 
releasing France from them, we may, | think, 
fairly compromise upon them. 

I will not press this matter. I think thereis an 
obligation upon the Government; I think so be- 
cause of the facts above recited; I think so be- 
cause of the deliberate opinion of my distinguished 
colleague in the Senate, [Judge Evans,] whose 
accurate information and judicial sagacity and 
weight, invest any cause with high sanctions. 
I think, too, the amount is difficult, if not impos- 
sible, of liquidation; and, therefore, [ am willing 
to settle the claims for the amount in the bill, if 
the Government is fully secured aguinst any future 
claims on account of these spoliations. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 do not desire, Mr. Chair- 
man, to make a speech at present; but I mean to 
indicate an amendment which [| shall offer to this 
bill at the propertime. I shall propose to add, at 
the close of the fifth section of the bill, this pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That noinsurance office, or company of insur- 
ers, or assignees of insurers, shall reecive any indemnily 
whatever under this act; and no assignee of original elaimn- 
ants, other than insurers, shall receive anything more than 
they actually paid for the claims they hold; and it shall be 
the duty of every claimant to lay his claim before the Sec 
retary of the Treasury, showing its origin and the character 
in which he claims, with the amount actually paid by him 
when he claims us assignee ; and the truth of all statements 
so made shall be inquired into under the directions of the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, by the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
and some accounting officer, with power to send for pe: 
sons and papers, and to examine witnesses on oath, and take 
their testimony in writing; andin all such cases the bur 
den of proof shall lie upon the claimam, subject to be in 
validated by counter testimony ; and no money shall be 
paid, in any case, until the claim has been so examined 
and reported to the Secretary of the Treasury, and ap- 


proved by him. 


Mr. LETCHER. I submit the motion that 
the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
of the committee reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the state of the Union gener- 
ally, and especially Senate bill No. 117, commonly 
called the French spoliation bill, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


Mr. BAYLY. I now move the usual resolu- 
tion, to stop debate on this bill in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union in two 
hours after that committee shall have resumed its 
consideration. 

[Cries of ** Oh, no!”’ ** No!’’] 


Mr. BENTON intimated, in alow tone of voice, 


that the effect of this was to gag the expression of 


opinion. 


Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Benton] seems to think that I am trying to 
gag gentlemen who may desire to speak on this 
bill. So far from that, sir, my friends all over the 
House know that, in proposing two hours for the 
closing of debate, it was against the wishes of the 
friends of the bill, who thought that that time was 


, too long, inasmuch as the subject is weil under 
| stood, and the House is ready to vote. 
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Mr. ORR. I move tolay the resolution closing | 
debate on the table. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. ORR called for tellers on‘that motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Boyce and | 
Lyon were appointed. 

‘The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—nayes 72, noes 72. 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded the yeas and 

nays; which were not ordered. 

The Speaker voting in the affirmative, the House | 
then adjourned, at twenty minutes past three | 
o’clock, till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. | 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 24, 1855. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. 


‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. || 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War,com- | 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of | 
the Senate, information in reference to such troops | 
of the State of Texas as may now be, or have | 
heretofore been, in service in that State, and who | 
have not been paid by the United States, and the | 
amount necessary to pay said troops; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered | 
to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


. SE 4 J i - || 
ragged eseecied! hae ale ipeereen adie lenges || adversely thereon, and asked to be discharged from 


rick Aiken, presenting, for the consideration of | 
Congress, his viewsas a practical inventor, of the | 
operation of the present patent laws, and propos- 
ing an amendmentto the same; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Also, a petition of citizens of Ontario county, | 


and four petitions of citizens of Madison county, 


New York, praying additional grants of bounty | 


Jand to such of the soldiers of the war of 1812, 
and to the widows and heirs of those deceased, as 
have not received one hundred and sixty acres of 
land, and that each officer and soldier of said war, | 
and the widows of those deceased, may be allowed | 
a pension; which was ordered to lie on the table. | 
Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of William 


376 _THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. __ January 24, 


| reopened. 





| 
Archer, praying the construction of a railroad and || 


telegraph from the Atlantic ocean to the Bay of 
San Francisco, and the enactment of a law forthe 
protection of the gold in California; which was 
referred to the select committee appointed on the 
subject of the Pacific railroad. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition of 
Anthony Phelps, a revolutionary soldier, praying | 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Eliza Gibbons, mother of | 
Thomas E. Gibbons, who died in the naval ser- 
vice, praying a pension; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the memorial of the | 
Metropolitan Mechanics’ Institute of Washington, 


in the District of Columbia, praying a charter of || 


incorporation; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOUSTON presented the memorial of Ed- 
ward D. Tippett, praying the appointment of a 
committee to examine a method invented by him 
of navigating the air, and an appropriation to | 
enable him to exhibit it; which was referred tothe | 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of G. 
A. Magruder, a lieutenant in the Navy, praying | 
to be allowed the pay of acaptain during the time | 
he acted in that capacity on board of the frigate | 

| 
| 


Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHASE presented an additional document | 
in relation to the petition of Mrs. Lewright Brown- | 
ing; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- | 
sions. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was | 


Ordered, That John T. Hildreth have leave to withdraw | 
his petition and papers. 


Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, | 
announcing that the Speaker had signed the fol- 


! 








| some compensation in consideration of her joss, 


| approved August 5, 1854; which was read, and 





A bill to continue the improvement of the her. 


lowing enrolled bills; which were thereupon signed 
| bor of Chicago, in the State of Illinois; and 


by the President pro tempore. 


A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- || A bill making an appropriation for the continy. 
ury to issue a register to the bark Martha; and | ation of the breakwater in the harbor of Burlinc. 
A bill to authorize the issue of a register to the |, ton, on Lake Champlain. 
bark Foundling, of Boston. | The motion to discharge the committee from 


; ee their consideration was agreed to. 
ae ene eae | Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili. 
Mr. BADGER. I wish to ask the Senate to | tary Affairs, to whom was referred the memoria] 
take a very short Executive session, fora purpose | of Alexander Randall, executor of Colonel Dayiq 
which I cannot now explain to the Senate. It | Randall, late deputy paymaster general of the 
will occupy but a few minutes. If we get in- | United States Army in Mexico, praying that » 
volved in the business of the day, we shall cer- | Jaw may be passed by Congress authorizing the 
tainly adjourn without giving me the opportunity || settlement of his claim for services as receiver of 
to submit the motion. ] therefore submit the duties and assessments levied in the city of Mex. 
motion now to go into Executive session. | ico, for the support of the Army of the Uniteg 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- | States, submitted a report, accompanied by a bil! 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business. || for hig relief; which was read, and passed to 4 
After some time spent therein, the doors were | second reading. The report was ordered to be 
rinted. 
r Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill from the House of Representatives author- 
izing the corporate authorities of Georgetown to 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, | 
to whom was referred the petition of John T, | 


Sprague, in behalf of Margaret S. North, pray- | ; es 
ing that a pension may be allowed her, submitted ee ett duane cal; 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to || oom JONES, of lowa, ao the Committee on 


be printed. || Pensions, to whom were referred the followi 
+ ° Ing 
Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- || petitions, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 


merce, to whom was referred the memorial of || were ordered to be printed: 

Husted & Kroehl, praying to be authorized to ||“ ‘Phe petition of Elizabeth S. R. Sailly, praying 

remove the obstructions at Hell-Gate, within ten || » pension; 7 

years, and to defray the expenses of the same | _ The petition of Sarah Vincent, widew of John 

by levying a tonnage duty on all vessels passing || Vincent, praying a pension; and 

through that passage during that period, reported | The petition of John S. Devlin, praying a pen- 

. | sion. 

its further consideration; which was agreed to. || Mr, TOUCEY, from the Committee on the 
He also, from the same eee ees oe whom || Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill of the 

was referred so much of the President’s message || Eouse of Representatives to reorganize the courts 

as related to the commerce of the United States, | jn the District of Columbia, and to reform and 


reported a bill to amend ‘‘an act to carry into | improve the laws thereof, reported it with amend- 
effect a treaty between the United States and Great | ments. 
Britain,’’ signed on the Sth of June, 1854, and || MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


passed to a second reading. || _ A message was received from the President of 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to | the United States, by Mr. Wessrer, his Secre- 
whom was referred the petition of Chambers C. , ‘ry, announcing that he had this day approved 
Mullin, praying to be allowed a pension, submit- | and signed an act for the relief of David B. Sears. 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered | MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


to be printed. : 
: A message was received from the House of 
Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Rigteabwiltees, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, 


District of Columbia, to whom was referred the | announcing that they had passed a bill of the 
etition of Johanna McNamara, widow of Daniel | Senate authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
icNamara, who was killed while in the civil | to issue a register to the bark Colonist under the 

service of the Government, praying to be allowed | name of The Lilly. 


Also, a bill to change the names of the Ameri- 


| submitted an adverse report thereon; which was can-built vessels J. H. Holmes and Franklin 


ordered to be printed. Pierce. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom LE CAZE AND MALLET 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- | * > 
sentatives granting certain additional powers to Mr. BRAINERD, from the Committee on Rev- 
the Corporation of Washington, reported it back | Olutionary Claims, to whom was referred the 
with sundry amendments. i amendment of the House to the bill for the relief 
Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on | of Frederick Vincent, administrator of James Le 
Commerce, to whom was referred a memorial of | en survivor of Le Caze & Mallet, reported it 
commissioners appointed by the General Assem- om Smeg = een = eaaetaa dat ae 
bly of Tennessee, February 28, 1854, praying the e bill is to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
aid of Congress in preventing the overflow of the oP Jen pare Frederick a senegal 
east bank of the Mississippi river, caused by the ames Le Caze, $4,890 82, whic os 
leveeing of the west bank, under acts of Congress "i due to _ on the books of the rpg od 
appropriating lands for that purpose, asked to be || 2° vances 78 e te ag ee the aa 
discharged from its further consideration; which || States in 1783, with interest on the sum, ah on 
was agreed to. | rate of six per cent. per annum, from December 
He also, from the same committee, to whom \| oe when his claim was presented to Con- 


was referred a petition of citizens of ‘Tampa,Flor- : 
ida, praying an appropriation for coppered stakes | jo nee of the House was to strike out 


tomark out the channel of Hillsborough bay and <del t Tada het Uiataineda cigdonadth tain xe 
river, from the Big Oyster bar to the town of | pate of six per cent. per annum, from the Ist day of Decem- 
Tampa, and a beacon on Long bar, at the entrance || ber, 1846, when his claim was presented to Congress,” 
of the river channel, asked to be discharged from | ang to insert: 

its further consideration ; which ve agreed to. |) ss Provided, That the same shall be received in full of all 
The committee have submitted the petition to the || demands on the Government on this account.” 
Light-House Board, who promise to exemine into The amendment was agreed to 


the matter, and report at the next session of Con- 
gress. ALEXANDRIA AND WASHINGTON RAILROAD. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom Mr. DAWSON. The Committee on the Dis- 


were referred the following bills, asked to be dis- || trict of Columbia have instructed me to report 4 


| 
| 
! 
| 


'| charged from their further consideration, and that |) bill in relation to the Alexandria and Washington 


| 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message was received from the House of |! 


they lie on the table, on the ground that the ob- || Railroad Company, and I ask that it may now 

jects sought to be attained had been included ina \) be put upon its passage. 

general appropriation bill for like improvements, The bill was read a first and second time by 

already reported by the Committee on Commerce: || unanimous consent, and considered as in Com- 
A bill for continuing the improvement of the || mittee of the Whole. . 

harbor of Waukegan, I!linois,on Lake Michigan; || It will authorize the company to extend their 
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road from any point on the Virginia side of the 
Poromac to which it may be constructed, into the 
pistrict of Columbia, connecting with the Balti- 
more and Ohio railroad depot; to establish a steam 
ferry for the purpose of. the connection, if neces- | 
cary; to make the necessary piers and fixtures for 
-onstructing and operating it; and to exercise all 
the rights and privileges conferred upon the com- 
pany by the act of August 3, 1854, authorizing 
the extension of the road into the District by 
crossing the Potomac at or above the aqueduct of 
the Alexandria canal, in like manner as if the 
road shall be constructed as contemplated by the 


act. It will also repeal the provisions of the act of | 


Aucust 3, 1854, which are inconsistent with it. 

“ Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to suggest to the 
author of the bill an amendment which I think 
ought to be incorporated into it. It is this: that 
in crossing the streets, the road shall not cross 
them upon a level with the street. That would 
prevent & great deal of danger. 

Mr. DAWSON. The bill does not relate to 
that. It is merely to authorize the company to 
make a connection across the river. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir; but I understand 
that they will run the road through the city also, 
as well as establish that connection. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is authorized by the 
charter of last year; and this has nothing to do 
with that at all. Itis merely to authorize them 
to cross the river. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Will it not cross Pennsyl- 
yania avenue? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Unless this is passed they 
cannot put in operation the charter of last year; 
and I do think that, in authorizing this, we ought 
to provide that the road shall cross the streets 
either above or below the level. ‘There is more 
danger to life, there are more casualties incurred, 
from the crossing of cars on the level of the 


streets, in the running over of teams, and car- | 


riages, than perhaps from any other cause; and, I 
believe, in no other country but this is that allowed 
tobe done. They can either put the track so high 
as to pass over the street, or sink ita little lower. 


| think that in the national capital we ought to | 


protect the inhabitants from the casualties which 
are constantly occurring by running over car- 
riages and persons, and the consequent loss of 
life. [Lam unwilling to authorize the construc- 
tion of any road unless there be a provision of 
that kind; and [ shall move an amendment to that 
effect, and hope the Senator will accept it. 


Mr. DAWSON. The bill authorizing the ex- | 


tension of the road through the city has already 
been passed. 
cept to authorize them to run a steam ferry across 
the river. 
company is sufficiently provided for in the bill; 
and it can produce no injury whatever. 

Mr. SHIELDS. As it seems to be necessary 


to examine and consider this a little more, I will | 


move its postponement for the present for the a 
pose of taking up the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. I hope the question will be 
taken on the bill, because it is so absolutely neces- 
sary. The Long Bridge will have to be removed; 
and they will not attempt to place their rails across 
it. There is nothing wrong about the bill. 

Mr. STUART. I hope the Senator from 
Georgia will allow the bill to pass over until to- 
morrow, in order to have it printed, so that we 
can look at it and see what it is. 

Mr.SHIELDS. I makea motion to that effect. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHIELDS. 


i the consideration of the Army appropria- 
tion bill. 


Mr. COOPER. I laid resolutions upon the 
table yesterday, and gave notice at the time that I 


would ask the indulgence of the Senate this morn- | 
ing, for a few minutes, and but for a very few, to || 


give my reasons for calling for the information 
which is contemplated by them. I shall occupy 
but avery short time. I do not like to interfere 
with my friend; but I find that when I give way 
once, | am called upon to give way again; and it 
's not often I trouble the Senate for a purpose of 
this kind. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I regret exceedingly to be 
called upon to give way; but in a case of this 
kind I cannot persist. I will state the reason 


This has nothing to do with it ex- | 


The limitation of the powers of the | 


I move that the Senate pro- | 


why I press this bill, and then I will give way. 
The Army appropriation bill has been long here— 
I think some weeks. We have generally com- 
plained that the [louse does not send the appro- 
priation bills to us in sufficient time for us to 
consider them properly, but that they postpone 
them to the end of the session. This bill has come 
| into this body for the purpose of obviating that 
| objection. ‘The Department calls upon us to pass 
|| itas soon as possible. The chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Finance, and the chairman of the 
| Committee on Military Affairs, are told that it is 
| indispensable, and we are held responsible for not 
seeking to bring it forward. I will also state that 
a message has come to us from the President, and 
has been on our table for some days, which says 
| that we are in imminent danger of an Indian, war. 
| The Indians are forming, and are likely to come 
down on the frontier settlements; and something 
ought to be done immediately to prevent it. So 
| that it is important to consider the bill. If, how- 
|| ever, the honorable Senator will occupy but afew 
| minutes, I will give way for him. 
| Mr. COOPER. I will postpone the remarks 
_which I have to make—and they are very few— 
| until to-morrow, and make them during the morn- 
ing hour. That will, perhaps, be more satisfac- 
| tory. 
| Mr. HUNTER. 
| be adopted. 
| Mr. EVANS. I suppose that the special orders 
have a preference. We have a bill before us 
which proposes to discharge the obligations of the 
Government to the officers of the Revolution. It 
has been in the Senate ever since the 6h day of 
| February last. On two occasions I succeeded in 
‘| getting it up for consideration; but it was post- 
poned on one excuse and another, and it is here 
|| now, the 24th of January, unacted upon. It has 
| been partly acted upon twice, and | think it is: 
entitled to the preference over all other bills. I 
| hope, therefore, the Army appropriation bill will 
not be taken up to force it out of its proper po- 
| sition. I beg leave to say now that I do not pro- 
| pose to discuss it. I trust | have too much good 
taste to say again what I have said already; and 
| I shall add very little to it. 1 do not suppose it 
| will take ten minutes to consider the bill. | am 
willing to take a vote upon it. [ am not very 
| solicitous about the result of it; but, until its fate 
| is determined, the Committee on Revolutionary 
|| Claims do not know how to act. There are nu- 
|| merous cases which this bill provides for the settle- 
ment of in the Department. If the billis to be 
| rejected, and not acted upon atall, it isthe duty of 
the committee to report on those cases; but, as 
the matter stands, we do not know what to do, 
whether to report or not. J hope, therefore, the 
Army bill will not be taken up in preference to the 
order of. the day. There are two biils before it; 
| but I have the consent of the Senators who have 
them in charge to pass over them for the purpose 
| of taking up this bill. I therefore move that the 
| Senate pass by the other special orders, and take 
up the bill to provide for the final settlement of the 
claims of the officers of the revolutionary army, 
and of the widows and orphan children of those 
'| who died in the service. 
| The PRESIDENT. The first question is on 
the motion made by the Senator from Illinois, 
| (Mr. Surevps.} 
Mr. CASS. This is the second day which has 
been assigned for the consideration of bills—three 
| or four, | think—providing for improvements in 
|| particular cases, which are very important in them- 
|| selves, and which, perhaps, less than any others, 
|| bring up no constitutional question. This is the 
second day which has been specially assigned for 
|| them. You know, as well as I do, the nature of 
|| the business; and unless some of these subjects 
|| are taken up soon, they will certainly fail. 1 pre- 
|| sume the Army appropriation bill will pass ina 
few minutes; but if we let these go by again, the 
Session may pass away without our doing any- 
| thing. 
Mr. SHIELDS. If the Army appropriation 
| bill passes in fifteen minutes, it certainly will not 
be any obstruction or obstacle to those matters to 
take itup now. Besides, my experience has been 
that these appropriation bills are never passed 
over when the chairman of the respective commit- 
tees come in and say they are necessary for the 
public service. The honorable Senator from Vir- 
‘| ginia, [Mr. Howrer,} who has reported the Army 


1 hope that suggestion will 
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bill, has been endeavoring to call it up day after 
day, but it has been postponed merely on account 
of the bounty land bill. | now, as chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, come forward 
and state that the Department considers the exi- 
gency such as to require that it should be acted 
upon as promptly as possible. 

Mr. CASS. Although the Army appropriation 
bill may lead to but little discussion, | do not wish 
to run the risk of putting these other subjects 
aside. Matters may be imtroduced on that bill 
which will lead to discussion; and, | repeat, if the 
improvement bills are displaced, nothing may be 
done with them this session. 

Mr. HUNTER. There are matters connected 
with the Army appropriation bill which certainiy 
require the early consideration of the Senate 
W hat they may determine, I know not; but those 
subjects should beacted on at once. As the chatr- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs has 
said, the question of employing volunteers agaist 
the Indians is before us. The Secretary of War 
is of the opinion that there is danger of an Indian 
war, and he thinks it expedient to employ volun- 
teers. Some action ought to be taken at once in 
regard to it. These are subjects which we are 
anxious to bring before the Senate, to have their 
determination in regard to them. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to make a remark in 
support of the proposition of the Senator from 
Michigan. It is known to the Senate that, weeks 
ago, the subject of internal improvements was 
made the order of the day for to-day. 

Mr. CASS. The second time. 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir, for the second time. 
If, therefore, the Senate postpone this order of 
the day, it will be evincing, on its part, an indis- 
position to take up the subject at all. [am well 
satisfied that a large majority of the body are 
disposed to vote for the appropriations contained 
in the bills which we have made the order of the 
day. Ido not know that they will provoke dis- 
cussion at all. ‘They wiil not necessarily lead to 
it, because, as the Senator has correctly remarked, 
they do not conflict with the veto message of the 
President on the subject of internal improvements. 
They steer entirely clear, I think, of the objec- 
tions which he has raised in that message. I 
hope, therefore, that that subject will be taken up, 
and that the Senate will proceed to act upon those 
bills to-day. We have been in session more than 
a month, and I think we have not adopted a single 
important practical measure since we have vpeen 
assembled. Weshoulddosomething. We have 
occupied days and weeks, almost a month, I think, 
with the discussion of a bill which, I believe, the 
honorable Senator who introduced it now aban- 
dons to its fate, after all that discussion. I hope 
we shall take these bills up. They will certainly 
be of some practical utility to the country. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. As my friend from Mary- 
land has alluded tome, I must say that I do not 
desire to abandon the bounty land bill; but } must 
deliver it over to those who have amended it with 
so much care and attention. They have incor- 
porated into it a pension bill. They have so 
enlarged its provisions that I scarcely know my 
own bill. It goes beyond the scope and design 
which I intended to give it when I introduced st. 
I therefore deliver it over to the tender mercies of 
the distinguished Senator from Delaware, | Mr. 
CraytTon,| aided by my colleague and the ac- 
complished Senator from North Carolina, {Mr. 
BapGer,}| hoping that they will be more success- 
ful than I have been. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The first bill in order, 
among the special orders for this morning, is the 
one to remove obstructions to navigation in the 
mouth of the Mississippi river, at the Southwest 
Pass and the Pass a |’Outre. 

The PRESIDENT. There are other special 
orders before that. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I am speaking of the special 
orders which were made for this morning. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the question will be 
taken. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I hope, to arrive at some 
practical result, that the Senate will take into con- 
sideration the motion which I now submit, to take 
up the bill that I have mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator 
from Llinois is pending 

Mr. BADGER. I shall certainly vote for the 

| motion which my friend from lilinois has made. 
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I do not see how it is possible to resist the zeal and 


earnestness with which he presses his measure, | 


especially when seconded by the anxious, implor- 
ing looks of my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Hun- 
rer | Ee looks forward with dread to the last 
night of the session, with ail the appropriation bills 
sullundisposed of. Ido notthink itis just to him, 


I do not think it is just to the Government, after | 
the statement of my friend from Illinois, to refuse | 


to take up the bill. But, permit me to say that 
my friends around .me are under a little mistake 
as to the prior orders. The first business in order, 
if I understand the rules, is the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday. 
business, and that is the bounty land bill; or the 
bill for the benefit of poor soldiers and their widows 
and children. Now, sir, | was going to call that 
bill up, and insist upon it as justly entitled to 
precedence over all the others alluded to by my 
friends from South Carolina, Louisiana, and 
Michigan; but it is impossible to resist the appeal 
made by my friends from Illinois and Virginia. 


I think we ought to take up and pass the Army | 


appropriation bill, It will not take long; but if it 
should, it is a stronger reason why it should be 
taken up now. 


pass the larger appropriation bills. 
Mr. Suieips’s motion was agreed to—ayes 24, 
noes 13. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate accordingly proceeded, as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole, to consider the bill from the | 


House of Representatives, making appropriations 


for the support of the Army for the year ending | 


the 30th of June, 1856. 
‘The Committee on Finance had reported it with 
an amendment, which was to strike out— 


For repairs, preservation, and contingencies of arsenals, 
$50,000, 


And insert— 
For arsenals, including the purchase of sites for new 


arsenaisin Texas and New Mexico, and the erection of 


suitable magazines and other arsenal buildings in Texas, 
California, Oregon, and New Mexico, $268,175. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ido not think that amend- 
ment ought to be adopted at this time. Itis avery 
large appropriation of money for new arsenals. It 
has not passed under the review of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and has not been examined 
by that committee. ‘TTo me it does not seem to 
be the right kind of legislation to appropriate such 
an immense sum for this purpose now. 

Mr. CASS. What is the amount? 

Mr. HUNTER. The amount estimated was 

268,175. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will state to the honorable 

Senator, who is chairman of the Committee on 


Finance, how the matter stands, as I am, per- | 
haps,a little better acquainted with it than he is, | 


having had occasion toexamineit. Ithas become 
almost a system of speculation to purchase arsenal 


sites for the Government at immense expense, | 


then to erect expensive buildings on those sites, 


and, in afew years, come to Congress to have the | 


arsenal sites sold or otherwise disposed of. My 
friend from North Carolina [Mr. Bapcer] the 
other day presented a proposition to have the 
arsenal grounds at Fayetteville, in his State, sold; 
and we are every day receiving such applications. 
I think it is time there should be some general 
system upon this subject. A few arsenals—one 


in the northeast, another in the southeast, and so | 


on, will be amply sufficient; but this is a most 
extravagant species of legislation. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would state, in regard to 
this matter, that the House of Representatives 
seem to have entertained the opinion of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
‘ reduced the estimate; but I consulted with the 


Department upon the subject, and it was the opin- | 
ion of the Department that the original estimate | 
ought to be restored, and that it would be good | 


economy to restore it, because it would enable 
them to preserve the military stores and arms. A 


portion of this appropriation is to establish arse- | 


nals in some of the new States and Territcries in 
which there are none. I have no personal or 
special knowledge on the subject. 
tee on Finance were governed by the recommend- 
ations of the Secretary of War, who was again 
consulted by us after we found the estimate had 


been reduced by the House. It was his opinion | on one of them. I say again, that I must vote || point and decide the question. 


It takes precedence of allother | 


Hereafter we shall not have the | 
time to give to that, when we are called upon to | 


The Commit- | 
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that it was necessary, and we deferred to that 
opinion. I do not feel any special interest mn the 
amendment; the Senate can decide upon it as they 
think best. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr.President, 1 am rather aston- 
ished at the statement of the honorable Senator 
from Illinois. Jt may be true that the system of 
which he speaks has prevailed in places where 
they have no use for arsenals, because there are 
no troops there. It may be true that there has 
been some very improper conduct under that 


head; but is it right that, because of imprépercon- | 


} duct committed by those who do not need them, 
the Government should deny these facilities to 
| places where these arsenals are necessary in order 
to protect the interests of the Government? Most 
of this appropriation is for California, New Mex- 
ico, Texas, and Oregon. To my certain know- 
ledge, the United States have no suitable buildings 
in ‘Texas in which to put their ammunition and 
arms. What is the result? You have troops 


there; and there is a pressing necessity for more | 
troops than you have there, to protect the inhab- | 


itants against marauding Indians. If you havea 
| necessity for troops, ammunition and arms are 
also necessary. 
without any means of taking care of them; and 
|| the result is great injury to the service, and a 


| greater loss to the Government than the amount | 


of this appropriation. 
|, Sir, 1 apprehend that the Secretary of War 


as a committee of this House. | protest against 
the principle that the people of California, of 
| Oregon, of Texas, and of New Mexico, shall be 
| subjected to inconveniences, as an expiation for 
arsenals. It may have been done; | know nothing 
|; about it; | have not resided where it has been 
done; but I protest against punishment for faults 
| committed by others being bestowed on the new 


States where these arsenals are absolutely neces- | 


|| Sary. 

1 Mr. SHIELDS. I know the honorable Senator 

|| takes a deep interest in this matter, because it 

|, embraces his own State, and leads to a large 
expenditure of money there; and I regret exceed- 
_ingly to be compelled, from a sense of duty, to 


| Oppose any measure in which he takes an interest; | 
but, sir, what is the object of these arsenals? To | 
How many of | 


preserve arms and ammunition. 
them should there be for that object in these 
United States, taking the whole country together? 
| Not more, perhaps, than the number provided for 
|| in this amendment. Do you suppose that we are 
| compelled to pile and stock away such an amount 
|, of arms and ammunition as to require large arse- 


| this subject thoroughly, as far as I could make 


nal in the southeast, embracing a certain region 
there, an arsenal in the northwest, one in the 
southwest, and so on. But here an arsenal site, 
with ‘** suitable magazines and other arsenal build- 
ings,’’ is proposed to be provided for Texas, for 
New Mexico, for California, and for Oregon. 
My opinion is, that there are not arms and ammu- 
nition enough at all these places to fill one arsenal. 
I regret, as | said, to be compelled, from a sense 
|| of high duty, to oppose this amendment. We are 
| about to incur a very large expense in the protec- 

tion of our distant ‘Territories. That expense I 
| will freely vote for and recommend; but | cannot 


vote for what | believe to be an unnecessary, use- | 


| less, and uncalled for expenditure, so far as the 
protection of the country is concerned. You 
might as well throw the money into the Missis- 
sippi as spend it in this way. I shall vote against 
it. There is already an arsenal in Califoria; at 
least there has been an appropriation for one. 
Mr. RUSK. There is none in Texas. 

| Mr. SHIELDS. There is plenty of room in 
|| Texas to store away all the arms and ammunition 
| they have. Throughout the whole northwest there 
is not one arsenal that you can properly call an 
|| arsenal; in the southwest it is the same. The 
| arsenals which are there are now being broken up, 
and the parties concerned are calling upon us to 
have them sold and disposed of, atter the Gov- 
ernment has expended two hundred, three hun- 
| dred, and sometimes four hundred thousand dollars 


‘These are exposed to the weather | 


understands this business quite as weil, perhaps, | 


nals at all these different places? 1 have examined | 


myself acquainted with it; and my impression is, | 
that we should have an arsenal in the northeast, | 
embracing New England and New York, an arse- | 
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ry 24, 
j ees 
| against this expenditure, because I know that itis 
| unnecessary. 
| Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, the appro- 
priation of $268,175 which the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance now moves to insert in 
conformity with the estimates, is made up of a greg: 
number of items. It includes an appropriation fo, 
the arsenals at Alleghany, Augusta, Appalachj. 
cola, Charleston, Detroit, Frankford, Fort Mop. 
roe, Kennebec, Mount Vernon, New York, Pikes. 
ville, Washington, Watervliet, and Boston, and 
arsenals in Texas and New Mexico. The whole 
amount which it is proposed to appropriate, js 
| $268,175. If the Senator from Illinois can show 
me that an arsenal is not necessary at any of these 
points for which we propose aw appropriation, | 
will go with him in striking that from the bill, 
At the last session of Congress there was an 
appropriation made for the construction of an 
arsenal at Benicia, in California. The represent. 
ation which was made by the War Department ip 
reference to that arsenal was, that a large quantity 
of ammunition, including an immense amount of 
owder, had been kept tn a frame building; tha: 
| in the fall season, the hills and lots adjacent being 
| covered with wild oats, as is usually the case, 
| took fire, and that fire, before it could be arrested, 
reached within fifty yards of the arsenal. That 
was assigned last year, by the officers, as a reason 
why an arsenal should be constructed at Benicia, 
so that the ordnance stores could be properly 
taken care of. An appropriation was made for 
the purpose; and now the Secretary of War asks 
for $40,000 to complete the arsenal which has thus 
been commenced. 


+| These works are indispensable for the preser- 
the sins of others in making speculations out of | 


vation of the public property. It will be utterly 
impossible to keep the public arms and ammuni- 
tion in good order and preservation without the 
construction of these buildings, where they can 
be safely kept. If, therefore, the Senator from 
I!linois can show me that an arsenal is not neces- 
|| sary ata single point for which we now propose 
an appropriation, I will go for its abolition; in 
other words, I will vote against an appropriation 
for that work. But, I undertake to say, he will 
find, upon examination, that nearly all, if not all, 
of these works are indispensable, and that the 
public interest requires that the whole amount 
estimated should be appropriated. 

I have no doubt arsenals are equally necessary 
in the State of Texas; I know they are in New 
Mexico. If you intend to preserve the public 
property there, if you wish to have your Army 
at all times in a condition to act efficiently against 
the great body of the Indians who are congregated 
there, you must make these appropriations for 
arsenals or places where arms and ammunitions 
can be properly taken care of. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ido not wish to waste the 
time of the Senate on this subject. I regret that 
my friend from California thinks this appro- 
priation absolutely necessary. I cannot agree 
with that honorable Senator, for | think it is not 
necessary, and I have not the least idea that it is 
indispensable. No Senator in this body has gone 
further than I have in making all necessary anpro- 
priations for the protection of our recent territorial 
acquisitions; but what I believe to be wholly un- 
| necessary, shalloppose. I oppose this measure 
|| for the simple reason that the honorable Senator 
knows as well as I do, that we are coming in with 
propositions here that will be very expensive, and 
we ought not to force upon the Government or 
the country anything but what is necessary and 
indispensable at this time. I do not think this 
is 80. 
| Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the Senator 
| from Ilinois, at what point provided for in this ap- 
|| propriation, he supposes itis unnecessary to have 
‘| arsenals? They areall named ia the report of the 
|| Secretary of War. If the Senator will be good 
|| enough to point out the places where public arse- 
‘nals are not needed, the Senate can judge of the 
|| propriety of making the appropriation. 

Mr. SHIELDS. There is an arsenal now at 
Benicia, in California, that will contain all the 
arms in the United States. 
Mr. WELLER. It has not yet been finished. 
| Part of this appropriation is for its completion. _ 
Mr. CASS. I shall vote against this appropri- 
| ation, on the ground that | prefer that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs should examine this 
There is much 
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reports from this Department, and the commanding general ; 
aud | deem it unnecessary to repeat the considerations 
Userein set forth, as to the propriety of this measure. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JEFF. DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
M. 'T. Honrer, ; 
Chairman Committee on Finance, Senate. 


Hon. BR. 


Mr. PRATT. This may be a very smal! sum; 
but it occurs to me that it is a very useless ex- 
penditure to stereotype a book in an age like this, 
and a book upon such a subject, when the military 
tactics of the world are improving every day. It 
is proposed to stereotype a book of practice to-day 
which may be altered to-morrow, or next year. 
I think this should not be done. If the system 
be erroneous, this might keep it in existence in 
the country longer than it would be if the book 
were pot putin that permanent form. I greatly 
prefer it should not be stereotyped. Wee live in 
an age, | think, when nothing ought to be stereo- 
typed; nothing is sufficiently permanent to require 
it, 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, stereotyping 
is herea measure of economy. It will not require 
much additional expense to stereotype the = 
and itis necessary that a great many copf€s of 
this book should be printed, in order to disperse 
it among the people, particularly amongst the 
militia, It is to introduce a new system of tac- 
tics upon which we have a report of a board of 
officers—a system of tactics for light infantry, 
rifles, and skirmishers. I understand it is to 
enable our Army to make progress according to 
the improvements of the age on such subiects, 
that this system has been proposed; and, sir, as a 
system has been adopted, it is necessary that the | 
means of informing the people and officers in 
regard to it, should be placed within the reach of 
the Department. Itis a smalljand, I believe, a 
necessary appropriation. | 

Mr. SHIELDS. I think the honorable Sena- | 
torisright. This change is deemed necessary; 
and, | think, it is necessary, and especially im 
those branches of instruction. This is the only 
way, it seems to me, in which this improvement 
can be effected. 

Mr. PRATT. Well, sir, let it be passed. 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose the main advant- | 
age we derive from this appropriation is to attain 
uniformity in the mode of drilling the troops in 
the several States. We havea very small stand- 
ing Army, and whenever we are involved in a 
war we are necessarily compelled to call upon the 
different States for militia and volunteers. It is 
very important that there should be uniformity 
in the manner of drilling in the respective States, 
so that when they are brought into one field | 


together they will all have the same tactics. 1} 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. There are no more amend- | 
ments from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have some amendments | 
to offer, from the Committee on Military Affairs. | 
The first is to insert: 

For repairs, improvements, and new machinery at | 
Springtield armory, $54,000. For new machinery at Har- 
per’s Ferry armory, $20,000. | 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask if that is accord- 
ing to estimate. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hold the estimate of the 
Secretary of War in my hand. It can be read if 
desired. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is sufficient that there is 
an estimate. Ido not ask for its reading. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
ment according to the estimate of the Department. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
ment as an additional section: 


Sec. — And be it further enacted, That the board of | 


officers appointed under the sixth section of the act ‘* mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army forthe year 
ending the 30th June, 1853,” approved August 31, 1852, is 
hereby authorized and directed, in addition to the powers 
and duties already conferred upon it, to extend its exam- 
inations to claims arising from the destruction of property 
by the troops serving under the command of Lieutenant 
Colonel John C. Frémont, in California, in the years 1846 


and 1847, by his orders, as well as for the destruction of prop- | 


erty by the enemy, caused by the occupation of the claim- 
ant’s premises by the said United States troops. 


nesses under oath, and take testimony, if necessary, in 
California and elsewhere. : 
claims reported favorably upon by the board, in its report 


to the Secretary of War, dated the 5th of December, 1854, | 
(Executive document 8, Thirty-Third Congress, second | 
session,) including that numbered 197, being the claim of | 
Santiego E. Arguéllo, and amounting to $11,584, and for || 
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I have presented the amend- | 


| 
I offer the following amend- | 


That the | 


said beard is empowered to summon and examine wit- | 


That for the payment of the | 


the compensation of the members of said board for and 
during their period of service as such, at a rate not exceed- 
ing 33,000 per annum each, deducting therefrom their Army 
OAS and the same is hereby, Appro- 


pay, the sum of $40,548 be, 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to the treasurer of suid 
board, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of £10,000 for the contingent ex- 
penses of the said board, including therein office rent and 
clerk hire, stationery, fuel, the payment of witnesses’ fees 
duly summoned by the board, at a rate not exceeding those 
paid by the United States district court in California, or 
elsewhere, as the case may be, the traveling expenses of 
said board, not exceeding sixteen cents per mile to each 
member, and other incidental expenses. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that this is 
matter for a separate bill. It ought not to be 
placed on a general appropriation bill. I do not 
see why we should provide for claims on this bill. 
The amendment is a provision for claims against 
the Government. Surely this is not the place to 
make such a provision. It ought to be in a sep- 
arate bill. 

Mr..SHIELDS. This board was originally 
organized by a clause in an Army appropriation 
bill. Under the Army appropriation bill approved 
August 31, 1852, the Secretary of War appointed 
this board by virtue of a provision in it. The 
board proceeded in the investigation of the claims, 
allowed some, rejected othérs, and suspended 
others for want of proof. The proof cannot be 
procured in Washington; and the object of this 
provision is to enable the board to proceed to Cali- 
fornia, where the proof exists, and finish the 
investigation. The investigation has been com- 
menced by these three officers; and, permit me to 
say, no board could have been managed with more 
skill, ability, and integrity, than this has been. | 
The only question, the honorable Senator will see, 


is, whether we shall stop in the middle of this || 


affair, or whether we shall conclude it at once. 
This is the only mode of pursuing it. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that it isa 
very grave question, whether we shall put claims | 


| ona general appropriation bill. Ido not think we 


should be justified in doing so, because we can 
find some instance in which a contrary practice 
has been pursued by the Senate. I know wecan 
find in a great many appropriation bills items that 
ought not to have been put upon them, which 
were incongruous with the general object of the 
bills. Here is a provision for the payment of 
the awards of a board. I will ask the honorable 
Senator from Illinois whether he believes the 
award in the case to which I refer is right. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Committee on Military 
Affairs examined the subject carefully. The board | 
was appointed by the War Department, under a 

rovision contained in the Army appropriation 
ill 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the Senator does not 
understand me. I asked him if he had examined 
the claim which is proposed to be paid by this 
amendment? The committee select one claim, 
and they propose thaf‘it shall be paid. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That ciaim has been passed 
on by the board, and allowed, and it has also been 
received and considered by the Committee on) 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. GWIN. Anda bill for the relief of the | 





claimant passed the Senate two or three years ago. || 


Mr. SHIELDS. 
House. 
Congress in relation to this particular claim. The 
honorable Senator will see that the only question 
is, whether we are to finish this matter now, and | 
let the board proceed to the conclusion of the | 
business for which it was organized; or whether 
we ehall let the matter remain as it is, unfinished, | 
and drop off in the middle of the proceeding. The 
officers who constitute this board are Colonel 
Smith, Major Lee, and Colonel Thomas; and 
they have already proceeded so far with the in- 
vestigation, and understand the subject so well, | 
that no new board could accomplish what they | 
can, or accomplish it in half thetime. They have | 
allowed a portion of the claims, and rejected | 
others. The remainder have been suspended for 
want of proof, and we propose to give them au- 
thority to proceed to California, and determine 
them there, where all the evidence can be procured. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am not objecting to the 
board, but I am objecting to the selection of one 


3ut it was not passed by the 


private claim, which, | understand, was passed in || 


a separate bill before, and inserting it in a general | 
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other claims. The same reason might be alleoeg 
in favor of every other just claimant who mizht 
seek to get his claim inserted in some appropri. 
ation bill. a 

Mr. SHIELDS. At the last session, all the 
claims which were allowed by this board, were 
paid under a clause in the Army appropriation bil} 
except this one. By some means, it was omitted 
when the others were paid. This is to include , 
claim which was neglected, at that time, in a sim. 
ilar bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I have another amendment 
to offer, from the Committee on Military A ffairs, 
as a new section: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
an act entitled ‘*an act for the payment of civil officers 
employed in the Territory of New Mexico while under 
military government,” approved July 17, 1854, be, and the 
same are hereby, extended to embrace the case of Liey. 
tenant Colonel J. M. Washington, deceased, late of the 
Army, for and during the period of his appointment and 
service as military Governor of New Mexico, ex officio, 
superintendent of Indian affairs, and commander of the 
troops, prior to the formation of the civil government. 

Colonel Washington, who perished on board 
the steamer San Francisco, as brave an officer as 
ever served in the United States Army, was 
omitted from the appropriation made on a former 
occasion, for the compensation of those who acted 
as Governors under what is called the Kearn 
code, which allowed the Governor $2,000 a year, 


I believe. Perinaps he was omitted in consequence 
| of the sad catastrophe which terminated his life, 


| This amendment is to pay to his representatives 
| what the Kearny code allowed him for the short 


time he acted as Governor of New Mexico, alittle 


over a year, [ think. 


Mr. HUNTER. This is as good a private 
claim as the other, and as that was poate! the 
bill, | suppose this should also be included. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The next amendment is to 
add the following, as an additional section: 


Sec. 4. nd be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$30,000 be and the same is hereby appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the War Department, in the 


|, purchase and importation of camels and dromedaries, to be 


| employed for military purposes. 


| 
| 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I have another amendmentto 
offer, from the committee, as a new section: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
the first section of the act entitled ‘* an act making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army, for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1851,” approved September 28, 1850, 
granting extra pay to the officers and enlisted men of the 


| Army serving in Oregon and California, be extended to the 





officers and men composing the garrison of the post of Fort 
Laramie, on the Oregon route, for the same period of time 
as was allowed by the sixth section of the act of the 3d of 
March, 1853, to the officers and men of the companies cf 
the regiment of mounted riflemen.that garrisoned Fort Lar- 
amie; and that the provisions of the same section of the 
same act be also extended to the officers and men compos- 
ing the escort tothe Mexican boundary commission, while 
they were serving as such escort. 


Mr. GWIN. I wish to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs a question in 
relation to this amendment. A few years ago we 
passed an appropriation giving extra compensa- 
tion to the officers of the Navy, seamen, and ma- 
rines who served on the Pacific coast from the 


| Mexican war up to the passage of the law of Sep- 
The object is to make up for the laches of | 


tember 28, 1850. The officers and soldiers of the 


| Army stationed in California have ever since been 


petitioning to be put on the same footing with the 
officers and sailors of the Navy,and I should like 


| to know from the chairman of the Committee on 





|| Military Affairs whether that committee has taken 


the subject into consideration? I know that me- 


_morials have been sent to them on the subject 


time and again; and surely there can be no rea- 
sonable objection to placing those men in the same 
position with the officers and sailors of the Navy 
who received extra pay under like circumstances. 

Mr. SHIELDS. his amendment does not 
touch that point at all. When the proper time 
comes, I shall explain the action of the committee 
to which the Senator from California refers. 


| When I state the object of this amendment, he 


will understand it immediately. A riflecompany 
which happened to be at Fort Laramie, at a cer- 
tain period, received extra pay, the same as was 
allowed to the officers and men in California, New 
Mexico, and Oregon; but, by some oversight, the 
other soldiers and officers who were stationed at 


appropriation bill, thus giving it a priority over || Fort Laramie, at the same time, did not receive 
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the extra allowance. Thereare only a few of them, 
and it is but an act of justice to put them on the 
came footing with the rifle companies who re- 
ceived the extra pay. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator did not understand 
my question, or, at any rate, he has not answered 
it. L wished to know if the committee intended 
+o offer an amendment to include the class to whom 
| referred? My reason for asking the question is, 
that if the committee do not intend to move it, I 
shall offer it as an amendment to the present prop- 
osition. I cannot present it in order, unless as an 
amendment to an amendment reported by a com- 
mittee. For this reason, unless the committee pro- 
nose to provide for the case, I shall be compelled 
to offer an amendment to this amendment, to put 
them on the same footing. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I shall be ready, when the 
honorable Senator makes the motion, to state the 
action of the committee in regard to the subject. 
At present I have confined myse!f to an explana- 
tion of the amendment before the Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. If the Senator will offer an 
amendment to put the officers and soldiers of the 
Army on the same footing with the officers and 
sailors of the Navy, I shall have nothing to say 
on the subject; but if not, I shall be compelled to 
move an amendment to his proposition to include 
them. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I have no such amendment 


in preparation. 

Mr. GWIN. Then I give notice that, after the 
bill shall be reported to the Senate, and before the 
question shall be taken on concurring in this 
amendment, I shall move to amend it, so as to in- 
clude those to whom I have referred. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have also authorized me to offer this 
amendment, as an additional section: 

Sec. 6. .2nd he it further enacted, That the same allow- 
ance in respect of rations be hereafter made to the military 
commandant of the Scbuyikill arsenal, in the quartermas- 
ter’s department, as to the commandants of the arsenals in 
the ordpance departinent. 

This is in conformity with the recommendation 
of the War Department. I hold in my hand a 
letter from the head of the Department on the sub- 
ject; but I presume there will be no objection to 
the amendment, and no necessity for reading the 
letter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.SHIELDS. I have, also, a further amend- 
ment to offer: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the military store 


keeper at Rome arsenal, New York, be allowed, from the | 


Ist day of October, 1842, the same compensation as is 


authorized by the act of the 23d of August, 1842, to be paid |) 


to the store Keepers at the Washington, Pittsburg, and 
Waterviiet arsenals, and that there be paid to military store 
keeper J. 58. A. Beale, twenty dollars a month for and during 
the time he has performed the duties of commissary and 
assistant commissafy of subsistence, and quartermaster. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The next. amendment is to | 


insert the following, as an additional section: 
_ Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the laws grant- 
ing extra pay to the officers and soldiers who have served 
n California, apply to chaplains who were attached to the 
ed in California during the period embraced by such 
aWws, 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to have an ex- 
planation of that amendment. I do not under- 
stand it. 


Mr.SHIELDS. Extra pay was allowed to the 


officers and soldiers who served in Caltfornia | 
during the time when it was supposed that the rates || 


of living there were exceedingly exorbitant; but 
in the law allowing that extra pay, the chaplains 
who were there with the Army, and subjected to 
the same expense, were omitted; and this is to 
put them precisely on the same footing. They 
were omitted because they did not happen to be 
commissioned officers. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I have another amendment: 


_ Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the appropria- | 
tion of $70,000 made by the Army appropriation bill of 


1854, for the purchase of breech-loading rifles, shall be ap- 
plied, if the Secretary of War shall deem any application of 
the same necessary to the service, to the purchase or man- 
uinaoage of rifles or muskets of the best and most approved 
quality. 

Mr. CASS. I should like to know the object 
of this amendment. I have stated to the Senate 
before, that there is no use of piling up arms in 





our armories and arsenals to a large extent. I 
have thought for years that the ordnance depart- 
ment of this country has gone far enough, and 
that we had better stand still. All the experience 
of Europe shows that we are making arms which, 
from day to day, become almost useless, and we 
are put to an enormous expense either to throw 
them away or adapt them to new improvements. 
The result of the experiments which have been 
going on in Europe has been to throw away al- 
most all the small-arms, which they have been 
using. ‘There are improvements in the manu- 
facture of arms every day. Such being the 
case, Lam willing to accumuiate materials, but I 
would stop the manufacture. We have a mil- 
lion of smail-arms now on hand—as many, I 
stated to the Senate on anotner occasion, as 
Napoleon had when he commenced the campaign 
against Moscow. We do not need them; they 
are liable to decay. It is proposed that we shall 
go on and make just the same appropriation for 
the manufacture of arms that we did forty or fifty 
years azo, without any regard to the change of 
circumstances. | have no objection to this amend- 
ment, if it be necessary; but | do not see the ne- 
cessity. Yet | have great faith in my friend who 
is at the head of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and L am inclined to trust to his judgment 
on matters which come within the cognizance of 
hiscommittee. The war now going on in Europe 
will not close without vast improvements in every 
species of fire-arms. That Shien the case, I do 
not see why we should be accumulating arms 
which we shall have, in the end, to throw away. 
That is the difficulty which suggests itself to my 
mind, 

Mr. SHIELDS. I agree with every word 
which the honorable Senator from Michigan has 
said, and this amendment accomplishes what he 


desires. It is not making a new appropriation, 


‘The appropriation referred to in the amendment 
was made last year, and it was confined to what 
is called a breech-loading rifle. The object of this 
amendment is to enable the War Department to 
avail itself of that appropriation to introduce any 
new improvement which may be made in fire- 
arms, and may be proved to the world to be use- 
ful by the war to which the Senator alludes. 

Mr. CASS. I shall not oppose it. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask my friend 
from I[!linois whether this has ever been passed 
upon by the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. SHIELDS. The amendment was agreed 
|| to by the cominittee. 

Mr. WELLER. I certainly did not under- 
stand, as a member of the committee, that they 
ever passed on the amendment in this shape. 

Mr. SHIELDS. {f believe the honorable Sen- 
ator was pot present on the occasion when the 
|| committee agreed to report this amendment. An 
appropriation of $70,000 was made at the last ses- 
|| sion for the purchase of breech-loading rifles. 


by that act, and enables the Secretary of War to 
|| use that sum to purchase the best possible fire- 

arms that he can find. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I now offer two amendments, 
which I desire to have acted on together. 
The Secretary was proceeding to read one of 

the amendments, which proposes to appoint three 
| commissioners to treat with the Indians for their 
|| lands, and to negotiate with them respecting future 
| peaceful relations. The other amendment was 
understood to be a series of sections to authorize 
| the President of the United States to call out three | 
|| thousand volunteers to suppress Indian hostilities. 
| Mr. RUSK. That wil evidently lead to dis- 
] cussion. I have an amendment to propose, based 
| on an estimate of the War Department, which was 
|| not sent in time for the action of the committee. I 
|| hope the honorable Senator will give me an oppor- 
|| tunity to offer it before action is taken on the 
| proposition which he has just submitted. 
|| Mr.SHIELDS. I am willing to accede to that 


Bee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvart.) 

| If there be no objection, the amendment which 

|| has been presented by the Senator from Illinois 
| will be passed by informally, for the purpose of 
allowing other amendments to be offered. The 
_ Chair hears no objection. 

| Mr. RUSK. | offer an amendment to come in 

| after the appropriation for the pay of the Army: 


| 


| 
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For pay, supplies, and traveling expenses of six compa- 
nies of mounted volunteers, catied into service by Une Gov- 
ernor of Texas, and mustered into the service of the United 
States, $137,755 38. 

I have here the estimate on which this amend- 
ment is based: 

Estimate of amount required to pay six companies of 
Texas volunteers, (called into service by Brevet Vasior 
General P. F. Smith, United States Arm¥) for six months, 
under the act of 19th March, 1536: 


Six companies for six MoMths............0005 $118,076 04 
Estimated traveling allowance ............06. 19,579 34 
AMOONE ss oc cdccccoccce cececasccecesess e137 3 


3ENJAMIN F. LARNED, 
Paymaster General, 
PayMasTeR GENERAL'S Orrice, Junuery 16, 1255. 
There is also accompanying this estimate a 
letter from the Secretary of War showing the 
propriety of the amendment. 
Mr. HUNTER. Let that letter beead. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Wak DeParTMENT, 
Wasuinaton, January 21, 1855. § 
Srr: In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the Lith 
instant, “that the Secretary of War be required to lay 
before the Senate such information as may be in his De- 
partment in reference to such troops of the State of ‘Tevas 
as may now be, or heretofore have been, in service in tat 


State, and who have not been paid by the Government of 
the United States, together with estimates of the amount 
necessary to pay said troops,’’ T have the honor to state, 
that the only troops which are believed to come within the 
terims of the resolution are the six companies of mounted 
volunteers, called out by Major General P. P. South, com- 
manding the department of ‘Texas, and mustered into the 


service of the United States at Austin, Texas, on the Ist 
November last, to serve for six months. The muster rolls 
of these companies not having yet been received at the De- 
partment, no exact estimate of the amount necessary to 
pay them can now be made. The one made by the Pay- 
master General, and submitted berewith, is conjectural; 


| but the amount of it, ($137,755 38,) if appropriated, will 
| probably be sufficient for the purpose. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JEFF. DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
Hon. J. D. Brient, President pro tempore of the Senate. 


The following is the Paymaster General’s letter 
referred to: 

PAYMASTER GENERAL’S Orricr, January 16, 1855, 

Sir: I have the honor fo submit herewith, in compliance 
with the resolution of the Senate, dated the Lith instant, an 
estimate of the amount required for the payment of six 
companies of Texas mounted volunteers, called into ser 
vice by Brevet Major General ?. F. Smith, for the period 
of six months. 

The estimate includes subsistence and forage for the 
whole period, there being no muster-rolls to show whether 
these allowances were furnished in kind. ‘The mem tor 
‘traveling allowance” is, for the same reason, entirely 
conjectural. 

| have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, BENJAMIN F. LARNED, 

Paymaster General, 


| Hon. Jerr. Davis, Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ am instructed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs to ofler an 
amendment comprising two additional sections. 
The first section is a bill which was passed by the 


This amendment widens the authority conferred “ House of Representatives at the last session, and 
| sent to the Senate; and the second section is an 


amendment made by the Senate to the Elouse bill. 
The bill was lost for want of time. It makes no 
appropriation of money. I think it is very im- 
portant to the country and to the interests of all 
concerned. The amendment is: 

Sec. —. And be tt further enacted, That the annual di« 
tribution of arms to the several States, under the act ap- 
proved April 23, 1808, entitied “An act making provision 
for arming and equipping the whole body of the militia of 
the United States,” shall be hereafter made according to 
the number of their Representatives in Congress respect- 


ively ; and that arms be distributed to the ‘Territories and 


the District of Columbia in such quantities and under such 
regulations as the Presidentin his discretion may prescribe. 

Sec. —. And beit further enacted, That the Governors 
of the several States and Territories be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to sell, to the best advantage, the arms here‘o- 
fore distributed, or which may be hereafter distributed, un- 
der the act of April 28, 1808, and invest the funds arising 
out of such sales in other arms more suitable for the pur- 
pose contemplated by said act. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator from 
Tennessee if this proposition is recommended by 
the Department, or does it come from a commit- 
tee? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It comes from tha 
Committee on Military Affairs. 1 will state to 
the Senator from Virginia the circumstances, and 
then I am sure he will have no objection. The 
first section of this amendment was a bill which 
was passed by the House of Representatives and 


| sent to the Senate at the last session. The Senate 
| committee amended it by adding a second section. 


é 
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The bill passed its second reading, but was lost 
for want of time. The first section of the amend- 
met.t provides that, in the distribution of arms 
among the States, they shall be distributed accord- 
ing to the representative population. They are 
distributed now according to the militia returns 
made by the several States to the War Depart- 
ment, which are very uncertain. For instance, 
some States have the militia organized; others 
have not. Some get four times as many arms as 
enother twice as large. Georgia has no organ- 
ized system, and Delaware has; and, under the 
present plan, Delaware gets morearms than Geor- 
gia. This proposition simply equalizes it by 


requiring the arms to be distributed according to | 


population, as represented by representation in 
the Congress of the United States. 

The second proposition of the amendment, is to 
authorize the Governors of the several States to 
aell such portion of the public arms as have been 
deposited with them as they deem necessary, and 
invest the money in other arms of better character. 
That grew out of a proposition, made by several 
States to the General Government, to exchange 
the old musket, that was made twenty years ago, 
for the improved musket now. The Government 
cannot do that, without exhausting our public 
arsenals of all the arms we have. They are on 
deposit with the States; they are useless for ail 
practical purposes of war; the old muskets we 
had twenty years; the old Hall rifles, which are 
not worth their weight in railroad iron, are lying 
in my State, by thousands and teng of thousands, 
and are utterly worthless to the country. 
section simply provides, that the Governors of the 


States may sell the old arms, and reinvest the | 


money in some arm that is useful. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
Tennessee, if he has so guarded the amendment, 
that it applies to arms now on hand? because, 


I will ask the Senator from | 


otherwise, it may give the Governors power to | 


change the description of arms, and they may sell | 


those hereafter received. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If it does not pre- 
vent that, | will have it do so. That was the 
object, 

Mr. HUNTER. Let it be read again. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I moveto strike out the words 
‘© or which may be hereafter distributed.’”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I accept that 
amendment. The object is simply to get at the 
old arms, which are useless. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator an amendment to add afier ‘‘ Representatives”’ 
the words ** and Senators,’’ so as to distribute 
arms according to the number of Senators and 
Representatives of each State. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tion to that; Lacceptit.  . 

Mr. WELLER. The amendment, I believe, 
was agreed to, striking out ‘* hereafter,’’ so that 
they shall not be authorized to dispose of arms 
hereafter distributed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modifica- 
tion was accepted by the mover of the amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose the only object is 
to get rid of useless muskets heretofore distributed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That is it. 

Mr. DAWSON. Do I understand the word 
** Senators ’’ is proposed to be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Tennessee accepted that modification. 

Mr. DAWSON. I hope not. It would give 


I have no objec- 


to the State of Delaware three times as many | 


arms as she would be entitled to. 
Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir. 

_ Mr. DAWSON. She has one Representative 
and two Senators, and that proposition would 
give her three times as much as she is entitled to. 

Mr. CLAYTON. To distribute the arms ac- 
cording to the number of Representatives, would 
be to deprive those States which have but one 
Representative and a large fraction, of their just 
rights. If the Senator from Georgia wishes to 
adopt the principle of Federal population, why 
not say so? I prefer the amendment as it stands, 
modified on the suggestion of the Senator from 
lowa, to distribute arms according to the number 
of Senators and Representatives of each State. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Tennessee whether his amendment contains 
any limitation, or direction, or guidance to the 
Governors of the different States in purchasing 


Ke 
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these new arms. I believe that his amendment | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


leaves it entirely to the Governors to invest the 


proceeds, as each may think proper, in any de- | 


scription of arms. If that should be done, there 


would be no uniformity; at least, an entire uni- | 


formity would be very improbable. OneState may 
introduce one description of arms, and another, a 


different one; and they may go into schemes | 


which are afloat, purchase various descriptions of 
arms, and none have the description used in the 
United States service, which, if called upon by 
the country, they should be able to avail them- 
selves of, in the ordinary tactics of the country. 
Now, I suggest, whether they ought not to be 
niade, in the purchase of these arms, to conform 


into any speculations er improvements, and thus 
ultimately lose the whole fund. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In answer to my 
friend feom Arkansas I will state, that the sugges- 
tion which he makes would fail to obviate the 
very difficulty under which we labor. He pro- 


| United States, or to the Secretary of War. 


OBE. 
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4, 


I cannot agree to 


| take from the States the arms deposited with them 


They belong to the States. ‘hey were placed 
there by law, under the supervision of the Goy. 
ernor and Legislature. I am not willing to divest 
them of that authority. I am not willing to transfer 
itto the Secretary of War. I have no right to 
do so. I am not instructed or authorized by m 

_ State to give back her arms to the President of the 
If we 
are not able to manage our own arms, we shal! 
not call upon anybody else to manage them for 
us. If the Governors and Legislatures of the 
States cannot sel] the arms they have, if they are 


|| deemed useless, let them keep them as they are, 
to the classes of arms used by the troops of the | 
United States, instead of being left free to enter || 


and not send them back to the President of the 
United States or to the Secretary of War to de. 
termine what character of arms the people of Ten- 
| nessee, or any other State, may want. I would 


| rather the proposition should fail than send the 


poses to require the Governors of the several | 


States, in making the new purchase, to conform 
tothe arms now used by the Government of the 
United States. 
I desire to remedy. 


That is the very difficulty which | 
In my State there are many | 


thousands of the old fashioned Hall rifles which | 


have been adopted by the Government of the 


United States; and which are as useless as So | 


many pop-guns, If you require the Governors 
of the States to purchase the same character of 
arms, they may just as well hold those they now 
have. What 1 desire to accomplish is, that the 
Governors of the States may be invested with 
power to sell such arms as are useless, and to 


appropriate the proceeds of the sales to the pur- || 


| chase of such arms as the public service may re- | 


quire. 
see. 

Governor. [le is responsible to his State; the 
arms are under his control and discretion. 


Wecan place no restriction on it that I 


than to sell them, and reinvest the proceeds in 


| such arms, as, in his judgment, in the exercise of 


| you restrict them to muskets or not, is a matter of 
indifference to me; but if we are to have the mus- |; 


his legitimate authority, are best for the public 
service. If weareto go back and reinvest the 


We 
W hether 


want to get arms which are useful. 


ket let us have a better one than we have now. 
Ido not care whether they purchase arms of 
one man or another. [ have no interest in it. But 
I am willing to leave that to the Governors of the 
different States. Lam willing to trust the Gov- 


ernor of Arkansas to determine whether he will | 


have Sharp’s rifle, or the Hall rifle, or a musket. 
That is immaterialto me. We havea variety of 
arms in the public service. We have Sharp’s 
rifle, Hall’s rifle, the musket, and the common 
American rifle used in the military service of the 
United States, and I think it perfectly safe to leave 
it to the discretion of Governors what arms they 
shall purchase. They will be bound to invest the 
money in good faith in arms for the public service. 
W hether they take one gun or another | am will- 
ing to leave to them. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think there is much force 
in what was suggested by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, {Mr. Jounson,] that it is desirable the 
militia should be ermed uniformly. Itis just as 
desirable as that they should be drilled uniformly 
and have the same system of tactics. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas proposes to put some restric- 
tion on the Governors, so as to require them to 
buy the same arm as is used by the United States. 
They might lay out the money in some new in- 
vention, some arm not usually used. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will obviate that 
difficulty. I will accept that amendment, because 
there is not an arm used in this country which is 
not in the service of the United States. I make 
that restriction. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then! will propose to strike 
out the word ** Governors,’’ and insert ‘‘ Presi- 
dent of the United States;’’ so as to have the 
money pass into the Treasury, and then distribute 
arms to the value of that money to the States. I 
propeseto insert the President of the United States, 
or the Secretary of War, so as to carry out this 
object. 


We must leave that to the discretion of the || 


Now, || 
under this amendment, he has no other discretion || 





, ‘| would then get some arms whic 
| money in the same character of arms we have | 
| already got, there is no necessity for a sale. 


_arms back to the Secretary or President. 

Mr. PRATT. I should always feel disposed 
to follow the course indicated by a standing com- 
mittee, and more especially in regard to a subject 
on which | am so entirely ignorant as military 
affairs; but it strikes me that there is a practical 
difficulty in the object designed by the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee. It is to authorize the 
Governors to sell what? Why, sir, arms, which 
he describes as being altogether useless. Well, 
now, if they be useless, how can they be sold? 

| Who will buy them? Would the people of Ten- 
nessee buy an arm which was altogether worth- 
| less? I doubt it. 
| Permit me also to suggest, that I think the ob- 
| ject of the honorable Senator would be met by 
adopting a course something similar to this: Sup- 
pose, instead of directing the armsto be sold by the 
States, he should propose to direct the Secretary 
of War of the United States to send to each State, 
where these useless arms have heretofore been 
distributed, arms which are now known to be use- 
ful, of equivalent value with those useless arms, and 
let the States return to the Federal Government 
the arms which have been sent to them, and are 
of no service. That would be practicable. We 
| could understand that. The people of each State 
would be ser- 
viceable to them, and the arms which have been 
given to them and have turned out to be good for 
| nothing, would be returned to the Government 
whosent them. That would be a practical meas- 
ure, and I think it would attain, perhaps, the ob- 
| ject of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The very sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from Maryland, was the 
one made tothe Military Committee, out of which 
this amendment grew. A proposition was made 
by two or three States to exchange the old arms 
| deposited with the States for new arms then in the 
service of the country. We submitted that ques- 
_ tion, I thik, to the Secretary of War, and upon 
| an investightion it was found that, if that system 
| were adopted, every arm in the national arsenals 
would be exhausted, and still there would not be 
| half enough to supply the demand from the States. 
| Then we cannot do that. If we had accepted that 
| proposition to exchange the old arm for the im- 
proved arm, all the arms now on deposit with 
the Federal Government would be exhausted, and 
we should have nothing for national defense. 
We should have adopted that suggestion if we 
could, but it was found to be impracticable. 

Another proposition which was made was, that 
the States should be allowed to send the useless 
arms to the national armories and have them 
| refitted, and made useful to the country. The 
Department informed the committee that it would 
cost eighty cents a piece to convert the old musket 
into the new musket, or, rather the flint lock into 
the percussion lock. When we came to add the 
cost of transportation to the armories and back, 





we found it would cost the States more than the 
arms were worth. 

Mr. JAMES. And then they would be good 
for nothing. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator says 
they would be good for nothing. I do not know 
about that. There was, however, this difficulty: 
the Government would not agree to exchange, 
because they had a great many more arms with 
the States, on deposit, than were in the national 
arsenals. We could not agree to send them from 
the States to the national armories to be refitted, 
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pecause it would cost more to send them thereand || tion of $30,000 for the purpose of publishing a || 
back than it would torefitthem. Theamendment | system of tactics, with a view of distributien || the matter to the charge of the Postmaster Gen- 


proposes to authorize the Governors of the States 
to sell the old arms for what they will bring, and 
reinvest the proceeds in such arms as are used by 
the United States. 

Mr.JOHNSON. The Senatorfrom Tennessee || 


among the various States of the Union. Thechief 
reason why | voted for that amendment was, be- 
cause It was important that we should have uni- 
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circumstances making it appropriate to commit 


nese 


eral, we should have to change the posirion of the 
appropriation, and insert itin the Post Office appro- 
priation bill. There might, sometimes, be pro- 


formity in the manner in which our soldiers are || priety in committing the subject to the judgment 
| of the Attorney General or Secretary of the Navy, 


drilled in the respective Siates, so as to make them 


A 


remarked, in answer to the suggestion to insert || the more effective when they are brought into the || fer the ume being; and on this principle you 


«Secretary of War,’’ that the arms belonged to | 


public service against a common enemy. 


Now, it || would, on every such change, be compelled to 
the States themselves, and that he would not agree , is just as important to have uniformity of armsin || place the appropriation in a new bill. 


The effect 


to take them from under their immediate jurisdic-.|| your Army as it isto have uniformity in drilling || of this would be, that whenever any gentleman 


tion and entire control. Am I correct in that? 


| 


the soldiers. 


If the amendment originally pro- | would have occasion to refer to the laws to find 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Thatis my opinion. || posed by the Senator from Tennessee be adopted, || the sum appropriated for this object, he would be 
Mr. JOHNSON. Then if they belong to the | there will not be that uniformity among the re- | unable to ascertain it without a vast amount of 


States entirely, what have we to do with the sub- || spective States of the Union which, in my judg- || labor and trouble. 
Why are we legislating in regard to their | ment, is necessary in order to produce efficiency | thrown out of its true order. 


ject? 
salef If the arms belong to the States, what right | 
have we to say they shall or shall not sell them? 
J cannot but believe, that, if the authority to sell 
be given in this way, in many instances, in the 
diferent States, the arms on hand will be sacri- 
ficed. I imagine they are not so utterly useless 
now as the Senator thinks. 
Hall rifle is worthless; but I have no idea that all 
the arms are in that condition, or that they could 
not be used upon any sudden emergency. Itis | 
plain to my mind that, if the arms be sold in this 

way, they will be sacrificed in most instances; | 


in the common arms. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I acceptthe amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 
Mr. WELLER. 


Thus business would be 

1 prefer to keep 

| business in its proper order. 

| It may possibly be, since this bill has been sent 
to us in advance of the other appropriation bills, 


Then I have no sort of ob- || that the object was to insure the more speedy pas- 


jection to the proposition of the Senator from Ten- | sage of this appropriation, so that the work may 


of uniformity in the character of the arms adopted 
by the troops in the respective States. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Tennessee to accept 


| nessee, because the amendment of the Senator || progress. 
I have no doubt the | from Arkansas obviates the whole difficulty in || a superficial examination; and if that were the 
| my mind, which was that it might lead to a want || reason, it would be an apology—perhaps a good 


That would seem to be the reason on 


| one—for changing the position of the appropria- 
tion. 1| understand, however, that such ts not the 
ease. There is now on hand from $600,000 to 
$800,000 of former appropriations for the work, 


avd even if they should be sold for anything | the modification. The question, then, is, on the | and that sum cannot be used up before the civil 


material, the proceeds will be invested in all the || 
little inventions in fire-arms which speculators 
may have or hand. In this manner, the original || 
appropriation of arms will go for nothing. It || 
will become a mere fund for experiment, and the | 
encouragement of little inventions in arms. | | 
think so, because there is no limitation as to cali- | 
ber; no requirement that the arms purchased shall 
be of the same character with those used by the 
troops of the United States, under the regulations | 
which are laid down by the Department of War. || 
In order to obviate these objections, I move to | 
amend the amendment by adding this proviso: 
Provided, That no arms be so purchased or provided ex- | 
cept such as may be of the same description and caliber in 
use in the Army of the United States. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I acceptthat with | 
a great deal of pleasure. I have no difficulty about | 
it. But I wish to put myself right in regard to a 
remark made by my friend from Arkansas. I || 
stated I was not willing to take these arms from 


amendment as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I now propose the amend- 
ments which | have sent to the table in relation to 


| raising a volunteer force. 


Mr. JOHNSON. We shall not get through 
with that question to-day, and I hope, therefore, 


| the Senator will allow me to make a motion to 


| strike out a clause of the bill which, | think, ought | trol of the public buildings in the hands of the 
, to be taken out. 


It is a matter of much less im- 
portance than that which he proposes. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I yieid. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move to amend the bill by 


these words: 

* For the Capitol extension, $325,000.” 

I make this motion, not because I am opposed 
to the appropriation; not because I shall not vote 


place for it. The extension of the Capitol, for the 


striking out the last clause of the first section in | 


and diplomatic appropriation bill, where this 
| clause regularly belongs, will have passed both 
ee of Congress, and become a law of the 
and. 

Sir, it is just by such steps as these that the 
whole direction of affairs may ultimately be 
changed. I look upon this as a dangerous prece- 
dent, which may result in placing the whole con- 


military, rather than the civil department of the 
Government. I have made the motion to strike 
out this clause, not because | am opposed to the 
amount of the appropriation—not because | wish 
to cast any reflection on those who have placed it 
| here—but simply for the reason that this is an 
irregularity, an innovation which ought not to be 
| encouraged. 


Mr. BAYARD. 





Mr. President, if this were 


for it at the proper time, but because it seems to | to make a precedent, | admit the objections of the 
me that the Army appropriation bill is not the | honorable Senator from Arkansas would be quite 


| sufficient to induce me to vote in favor of striking 


the jurisdiction of the States to which they belong. || use of the Congress of the United States of Amer- || out this appropriation; but it seems to me that it 


The Senator says!I am mistaken. This is what [ | 
understand to be the law of 1808, distributing 
these arms: They are deposited with the States, 
subject to the control of the governments of the 
States, the Federal Government having no juris- 
diction over them, except when they are needed 
for the defense of the country and for the arming | 
of the militia, they may be required to be thus 
used. They are as essentially subject to the con- 
trol and direction of the States as any other prop- 
erty of theirs, the Federal Government having no 
power over them except the isolated power to re- 
quire them to be used by the militia of the States 
when the militia are called out in defense of the | 
country. The Governors of the States are using | 
these guns every day. There are not less than 

ten thousand of them now inthe hands of individ- 

ual militia in the State of Tennessee, which were 

deposited with the State by the General Govern- | 
ment. If they belong to the General Government, || 
the State has no right to use them for this purpose. | 
The Federal Government has deposited them sub- | 
ject alone to the condition which I have stated. 

They are to be kept by the State, to be used for | 
the defense of the country, and when the General | 
Government orders out the militia, or requires the 


militia to be ordered out by the State govern- | 


ments, these arms are then to be put in their hands. 
That is the condition of the law. 

Mr. WELLER. It seems to me that the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee does not answer the ob- | 


| lomatic appropriation bill. 
ing this clause in the present biil will be to set a | the appropriate Department. 
| precedent changing the character of the service 


ica, is surely a civil and not a military matter. 


| An appropriation for it belongs properly to the 
civil and diplomatic bill, where it has heretofore || no intrinsic objection to the appropriation itself. 


uniformly been included. There has been until 


The effect of retain- 


know not where. 

This Capitol is not a fort. 
It has no con- 
1 would gladly vote 


The appropriation does 


here is against all precedent. There is no sym- 
pathy, no connection between the object of the 


| appropriation and its position in this bill. 
1 am aware, sir, that the charge of the work for | 


the extension of the Capitol has been assigned to 
| the Secretary of War. To that I do not object 


| of the present Secretary of War. 


é I do not under- 
stand that it has been committed to him in virtue 





Jection of my friend from Arkansas. [f his doc- | 
trine be true that the property is in the States, | 
the States require no consent of Congress to sell 
or dispose.of the arms. Bat I think they are dis- | 
tributed among the States as trustees for the Fed- | 
eral Government. The States hold them for a 


Specific purpose. That purpose is pointed out in | service—the extension of the Capito|—from its || 


the law; and | apprehend there is no authority in 
a State to sell, or otherwise dispose of this prop- 
erty, or divert it to any other purpose than that 
designated in the law under which they are dis- 


tributed. This morning we made an appropria- || by death or resignation, and there should be | 


of his position as presiding over the military 
affairs of the country. I take it that the President 
has assigned to that officer this particular service 

as peculiarly appropriate to hiscapacity, judgment, 
| and taste; and not because of his having charge of 
| the military affairs of the country. Now, it is 
| proposed to take the appropriation for this civil 


regular position in the civil and diplomatic bill, 
, and place it upon the military appropriation bill. 

On the same principle, if, to-morrow, we should 
| lose the services of the present Secretary of War 


When you put money to be used for this object | here. 
| in an appropriation bill, different from that which | you cannot take up a single appropriation bill 
| appears to assimilate itself to the subject-matter, 
it is the first step in a road which will lead, you || which you cannot point out irregularities much 


It is not an arsenal. | 
| It is not a barrack for troops. 
| nection with military affairs. 
to keep the Army disconnected from this portion | 
| of the public buildings. 
not rightfully belong to this bill. To retain it | 


atall. There may be, and doubtless is, peculiar | 
| fitness in assigning that service to the supervision 


| is too late in the day now to make an objection 
merely on a question of irregularity, if there be 


| know not under what circumstances this appro- 


now no variation from the practice of putting || priation was attached by the Llouse of Represent- 
| appropriations for this object in the civil and dip- | atives to this bill, but the appropriation itself is 


| not objected to. Itis founded on the estimate of 
Itisa proper appro- 
| priation, and one which ought to be passed. lt is 


What precedent doesit make? Why, sir, 
_ which you have passed for many years back in 


greater then this. Why should you strike outa 
proper appropriation from this bill, to be made, 
| probably, the subject of future discussion, or con- 
| test in some other shape, when it comes up in an- 
| other bill? I confess | cannot see the force of the 
objection. 

Lhis is making no precedent, for since I have 
been a member of the Senate, | have not seen a 
single appropriation bill which has not contained 
from one to ten, or twenty irregularities much 
greater than this. I do not see that it can have 
any influence hereafter, as a precedent in the case 
of the superintendence of the direction of any other 
buildings under any other Department, and that, 
therefore, the appropriation for that building must 
be in the bill connected with the appropriations for 
that Department. 1 do not think that is the ob- 
| ject. I am utterly ignorant of the reason why 
| the House of Representatives put the clause in 
this bill. I think that probably it was more by 
accident than anything else; but being proper in 
itself, | see no reason to revise the action of the 
House of Representatives in this particular, unless 
there be some objection to the apprepriation. I 
cannot consider the question of irregularity as any 
| real objection, for if that be conwdered a good 
ground it would be sufficient to cause the rejection 
of every appropriation bil! which has been passed 
for the last six years atany rate. 

Mr. JOHNSON. [| consider it evident that 
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this clause, as it stands in the bill, changes the 


direction of the appropriation as to its location at 
any rate. A few years hence, it may be neces- 
sary for those not aware of this direction, to search 
for the appropriations which have been made for 
the extension of the Capitol. The first place to 
which a person would naturally look for such an 
appropriation, would be the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bills. On looking at those bills, he 
would find, that for four sessions past, if not 
more, we had regularly made appropriations for 
the extension of the Capitol in those bills. When 
he had proceeded in his examination that far, he 
would go on through all the civil and diplomatic 
bills, and he would find nothing more on the sub- 
iect. ‘Then he must go back and hunt through the 
‘other appropriation bills. 

Mr. BAYARD. Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion. If the object was to ascertain the number 
and amount of the appropriations, it would not 
be necessary to resort to the bills. That can 
always be found on the books of the Department 
where the disbursements are made. There is no 
difficulty in tracing the appropriations without 
the bills. 

Mr. JOHNSON. But, sir, 2 Senator, on many 
occasions, may go to a Department, and go re- 
peatedly, and come away without receiving any 


satisfaction in the goapect information; and mem- || 


bers will naturally rely for their information on 
the public records and libraries which are here, to 
give them the true history of the past. It seems 
to me that, by our action, we ought to secure as 
much facility and regularity as possible in the 
transaction of our business. There is no haste in 
this case, which requires this appropriation to be 
made immediately. ‘There is no urgent reason 
why we may not wait until the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance I hope will state 
to the Senate if such be the case. But, even if 
there were a necessity for passing it immediately, 
I should vote against retaining it in this bill, be- 
cause I do not believe that it has properly any 


business here. This is not the place for such | 


appropriations. They have never been put here, 
and they never ought to be put here. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I should regret. 
We all, 
know that this was a matter of great controversy || 


to see this appropriation stricken out. 


at the last session in the House of Representatives, 
and | should not desire to see that subject mooted 
there again. ‘There isanecessity for some appro- 


priation, and for this appropriation, in order to || 


carry on the work in the extension of the Capi- 
tol. It might, perhaps, have been weil if it had 


been introduced in another bill; but still, it seems | 


to me, that is too small a matter to justify us 
in striking out the appropriation now; and re- 
opening the subject for discussion. I presume 
the reason for inserting the appropriation here is, 
that the work is under the charge of an engi- 
neer, and that engineer belongs to the War De- 
partment. Why this was done originally, it is 
hardly worth while now to explain. | believe 
that arrangement has worked well. I think we 
have seen good fruits arising out of it. lt was 
not done from any idea, as the Senator from 
Arkansas seems to suppose, that the Secretary of 
War was peculiarly fit to manage such matters; 
but because it was believed that the engineer who 
had charge of it was managing it well; and inas- 
much as he belonged tothe War Department, the 
appropriation, | suppose—I never inquired the 
reason—was put into this bill. 


Now, sir, | do not think that the vain effort to | 


reserve congruity in the index to our laws would 
e a sufficient reason for striking this appropria- 
tion outof the bill. That evil has gone so far; the 
subjects which have been included in the various 


appropriation bills have been so multifarious, that, 


I think, we should not remedy the evil much by 


striking out this particular oper riation. I should | 

r from Arkansas | 
I do not think it can | 
lead to any mischief, and it may save us some | 
I know that he feels the necessity for | 


be glad, therefore, if my 
would permit it to remain. 


ien 


trouble. tha 
continuing this building; and 1 do not suppose he 
desires to reopen the discussion, in the Senate 


or the House of Representatives, upon that for- | 


merly much-vexed question of civil and military 
superintendence. Lam sure | do not wish to see 
it reappear either there or here. I hope, sir, that 
the clause will be retained. 
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| one, and it should not be in this bill. 


| tion. 
ae F : 

I rose principally, sir, to say that, some time | 
since, when this bill was referred to the Commit- | 


assage of the || 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, there is much 
| justice in the objection stated by the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas. I have had some occa- 
sion lately to revert to the earlier statutes of the 
Government, and it is singular what simplicity 
there is pervading them all. You can tell, from 
the very title of a bill passed in those days, almost 
everything that is in it. Now you know nothing 
of the contents of a statute by its title. The most 
ieterogeneous objects are brought together; and 
those unwilling to vote for all of them are com- 
pelled to vote against the whole measure, or to 


| hazard losing very important propositions which 


they would desire to see carried. If this were a 
question of first instance I should agree with the 


| Senator from Arkansas; but, as has been well 
| said by the Senator from Virginia, here is the 
| appropriation in this bill, and I can see no partic- 
| ular propriety in striking it out. I do not suppose 


that at this time of day we can change the plan 


for the building. 


By way of illustrating the tendency to which I 


have referred, | may allude to the fact, that the 


honorable Senator from Illinois is about to pro- 
pose, as an amendment to this bill, a proposition 
for the increase of the Army. 
here. Thisis a bill of appropriations to carry 
into effect existing laws. The question involved in 
the proposed increase of the Army is a very grave 


opposed to the measure in itself, but I doubt the 
propriety of inserting it in this bill, though I do 


| not suppose that anything | can say will prevent | 
I merely mention it as an illustra- | 


its insertion. 


tee on Finance, I stated that, when the subject 


came up for consideration, I should ask the chair- | 
man of the Committee on Public Buildings, my | 
honorable friend from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] | 
| some questions in relation to the probability of 

accomplishing the three great objects of light, | 
hearing, and means of heating, in the new Cham- | 
bers for the Senate and the House of Represent- | 
Since then I have seen the superintendent 

of the work, a very intelligent man, and a most | 
| excellent officer; and although I have doubts, | 


atives. 


great doubts, about the resylt, (I state it here, and 
{ am willing that it shall go on record that I have 


| doubts about the result,) I have satisfied myself | 





| hearing. 
| problem, and that problem is, simply, how you 

are to hear everywhere anything that may be | 
| spoken anywhere. It is not like a church, where | 


—— 


that the building has made such progress that it | 
will be almost impossible now to make any alter- 
{ have doubts whether you will be able | 


ation. 
to hear in that building, and those doubts are 


confirmed by the experience of the whole world. | 
Architects sacrifice everything to beauty. They | 
| appeal to the eye, and not tothe ear; and it never | 
seems to enter into their heads that the first ob- | 


ject of a room is, that it shall be such as to allow 
Such a building as this presents a great 


the pulpit is in a particular place, nor like a room 
witha French tribune, where you can stand in 


one place, and can be heard distinctly all over the | 


room; but you are to hear distinctly from any 


portion of the room; and, in my judgment, noth- | 
ing but the greatest simplicity and destitution of | 
ornaments, plain wails, no arches, no domes, will | 
I do not know that it can | 


remedy the difficulty. 
be reached in this building. 


cost them upwards of a million of dollars. They 
and I do not understand that the objects have yet 
been attained there. 


the poet says, 
** Windows that exchide the light, 
And corridors that lead to nothing. ’? 


day, in all the corridors through which we pass 
to reach thisChamber. It isa shame to have such 
a building. I repeat, all is sacrificed to the eye. 
Mr. President, it has seemed to me that the air 
and the light of heaven were good enough; but the 
new room designed for the Senate Chamber, in the 
Capitol extension, | understand is not exposed 
to the atmosphere on any side. It is absolutely 
in a state of isolation. There are passages be- 


OBE. 


_ the extension wall of the building, preventing the 
| air of heaven from coming in. ir is t 


_ machine, nobody knows what. 
| ever, it is too late now to make any changes in it 


It should not be | 
| have him do it. 


Iam not | 





I understand that the experiments made on this | 
subject lately, by the British Government, have | 


have been changing and rechanging their plans, | 


Sir, it really does appear to | 
me, looking at the present building, that it has, as | 


Here we have lamps burning in the middle of the | 





tween the walis of the new Senate Chamber and | 





January 24 





he air is to be 
pumped up, or pumped down, by some kind of a 


I think, how. 


I must leave to my successors to ascertain whether 
the building will suit them or not. I doubt the 


| result of the experiments which have been made. 
| they have not succeeded elsewhere; if they have 
_led to anything recently, it has been at a great 
| cost. 


I shall not detain the Senate. I merely wished 


_to state the reasons why I would not press the 
| inquiry which I intimated on a former occasion | 
| should make. I was afraid, and I am yet afraid, 


that the new Chambers for the two Houses wil! 
not answer the purpose of hearing, which jg 
the first purpose. I have seen the superintendent, 


| a most excellent man, whom I have known for 
/many years, and I have come to the conclusion 


that the building has now advanced to such a 


| state, that to undertake to alter it, would be im. 


politic, if not useless. 

Mr. JAMES. If the chairman of the Com. 
mittee on Public Buildings (Mr. Bayarp] will 
make an answer to the inquiries of the honorable 
Senator from Michigan, I should much prefer to 
If, however, it is left to me to 
— the honorable Senator, I am prepared to 

0 so. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not understand the Sen- 
ator from Michigan as addressing any inquiries 
to the Committee on Public Buildings, or, of 
course, I should answer them. 

Mr. CASS. The view which I presented was 
a mere speculative one of my own. [I stated the 
reason why I did not push the inquiries which [ 
had intended to make. Still, I should be happy 
to hear the views of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. JAMES. I shall occupy the attention of 
the Senate for but a few minutes. As it is a sub- 
ject on which there has been much controversy 
and great difference of opinion, I think it would 
be well to state, briefly, the facts of the case. 

Mr. President, the construction of a room com- 
bining all the principles which shall render it the 
most advantageous at the sametime, for speaking, 
hearing, and ventilation, is an art so difficult in 
its details, that, in rooms of any considerable maz- 
nitude, the desired effects have seldom, if ever, been 
produced. In the case of the Capitol extension, 
it has been the object of those gentlemen having 
charge of the work to avail themselves of all past 
experience, and, by calling to their aid philosophic 
principles and numerous experiments, to conquer 
the difficulties as far as possible, and to furnish, for 
the use of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives, Halls as nearly perfect as the nature of 
circumstances will permit. From what I have 
learned of the plans and details adopted with re- 
gard to these Halls, my belief is, that the efforts 
expended upon them will prove eminently suc- 
cessful. 

Sir, I would first call attention to the forms of 
these Halls, which are, in my opinion, the best 
for the purpose that could have been devised. For 
the accommodation of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, even limited to their present num- 
bers, rooms of larger areas than those of the 
rooms now occupied by these bodies are evidently 
required; and, when we consider that the number 
of members of each House of Congress is contin- 
ually on the increase, the want of additional space 
becomes still moreapparent. The crowded state 
of our galleries, too, render it highly expedient 
that the accommodations for visitors should be 
enlarged, that our fellow-citizens who assemble 
here from every part of the Union, from time to 
time, may be enabled, with comfort, to listen to 
the debates in Congress, and witness its proceed- 
ings. Due attention has been paid to both these 
objects, in the construction of the new legisla- 
tive Halls; in consequence of which, the Senate 
Chamber contains an area of about nine thousand 
square feet, and the Representative Chamber an 
area of about twelve thousand square feet. To 
accommodate these large spaces to the human 
voice and the human ear, is the object with which 
the forms and finish of the walls to inclose these 
spaces has been studied and adopted. The forms 
of both Chambers are oblong. The Senate Cham- 
ber being one hundred and thirteen feet three 
inches long, by eighty feet wide, and the Repre- 
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